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(ii) ■sTT^ ihHle ^ Pi*^(rtRad fisn wlc 

T^'RT ^ 'Hti'Kfr (f^ ^ <4irq(I>IQ>xil 

^jT ■’HIT ^ ^ ^ MlC’iyltSl ^ WT ^ ^ <15*1 (cl 

^ t: 

^) ^fo 1^0, g5i#jw, ciftcRi^ 

w) <fo iTcte ^cfRi 1^0, 

T^cf? 3 T^ >jcM i «? g>, arail^ <lo ^pRRi .'iil^'^R l^o, ’T^, 
% 4ii(xi<t’l ^ ■^FR}^ f^RIT % I 

(iii) infSm5i^ % ^ iiuKi<Rr sftr ^ 

^ v3M<lcW 5 ^ >J1#RFT (5) ^ 3f2^ «jra ^ ^ 
^ ^ <tifq(r>icp'd( SRT ■’PJ Hici <i<iiJl 

!TM ^ ^ I 

(iv) !nii^<hl^l ^ 5 'gent, 2002 ^ ^ >«i4v>i(^q> f^<( 

irrer ^ 7P3R^, arorarpJT ^r hc»>i(^m sra <?l*iigc<T> 

^ ^reziRi 70.05 ^r ^nftei 

Ffte ^efRT ^ STRlptr % <i4ltid mc'i'<l»J) ^ ^ I 

% 

(v) ^ ^ JifcT ^ w an^nci^ 

sftT flrajraci^aft ^ #^r sftr ^ 3n% ^ f^f^ad ^ ^r 

^ sra^ jRFf I^RJT I 

(vi) PTl?ra5lt % dM^dd 6 ^ (3) ^ 3?^^ dl(^<|51 g5t 

5rt% ^ W (^<j(dd>( d«TT ^TRcI ^ ^ 'jaiqi'fll 

I 

(vii) W ^ 3IFnd-aft^ vJM’cT'SI dv?l% <i>*^d ^3PIK 

^fFTMqgj ^ ^ 3(5^ ftRlT W : 
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(viii) Mll^lchl^l % 6(3) ^ SlfHR ^ ^ W M cISIT 

g>r ^iRf<fti ^ 3i»h'i^1'<i 'Wid'< g>t sRrat vjm<h*i : 

(ix) ^ sn^ ^ ^ 31^ ir 6(2) ^ ^ ^ 

^dldl-Hl ^ ■>lt 3fk 3T^ W 1^ % 3iq^-3R^ 

^ ^ Plilld^i/ddiw*) ^ ^ ^rai? ^ ^ t iWdracft ^ 

PislIRd ^nraraf& ^ jic^tr #3r ^ I ^ <n f^ » i d«iT 

R<t)dd>i ^ ^ MiHIdcf) ^ JI% ^ : 

(x) w ^ »iR?i ^ w airaTtra>r/jRfra?n3tt (m^ra? xstiw ^ sM 
^ <i«ii;j'Hw) gjT HiHidcfl ^r;St ^ 3ft7 Pm 6(4) ^ 

31^^ 3 T f4 ^ ^ vn ' ^ Pt ^ ^ : 

(xi) iiilg i 4 >i^ % 20 2002 g>t aiPrgmr srt mwP)<*> Ppsfj^ 

^ aiRi^Rid ftjgr sfk fE§^ irera>i^ % sr^ t aiq^- 

3iq^r 5?T^ M4>|!jM ^ dllPl % ’^Tcft^ ^ ^tRR f^Rsd 
^ ir vlMd*! ^5^ 

(xii) MiPi4>i^ % ^ ^ ^didi’tfi ^tT ift hkPi 4> Pi<d>ifl g5t ijg^Tjg> 

nPr »ivSt 3fk stf^rer (^ % w ^ 

P l 4H4> t /^d( l «f4>1 3fhr 3Rr MiH4>l^ ^ ^ WT? ^ 11^ % HKP|4> 
Prmfi ^ 3n%-3rPr dM^dd Pra)% wr ^ 
JRgtTdvft: 

(xiii) Mlplchl^ % JIRpra? Pud)*!! d5t Tjgj-TjdJ jiPr ^ IRT Pld)dd>i 
(fyR^ afl^ dl t x|d> l d>d1 SRT dddda di^ ^), 3RT P l d)d ' d> i 
fyr#r vjft^-Jim dlPr^ddT dJr JR^tR f^, ^TR?! ^ 3lldldd>j d^ 
irf^ d5t 3ft7 1%dT ddT 1^ % yRPlcb Pl«d>d1 IR 3?tpr- 

3N% df^ dJlt ir, dW d5t dl^ % dicfld ^ iffcR 
dR^ 

(xiv) dlP l d> l ^ % 5?§^ dHd>rt d^r 5R did dd diddd ddid ft>dT % % 

f^didi 19 'd'ld^I, 2003 d^I smtlf^ d|<JulPld> ^;ddTt ^1 did 
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^ I JTfg^r ^ ^ ^ qsraJi^ % 3i^;#r 

ft5^IT W JRg^T r^Rdd ^ 557 

^ I FT ^ WTF ^-nt 8ft 59551^ SRI ajw 

5ft Jlfft5t IJ555 5>Ti 3ft7 >35551 5f^ 5ftt cpTf: 

(xv) mltiwft ft fftlft^ 55i55ift 5 RI iRgn WT ^ aniftnft^r wi Tiftift 
'HijvjlPicb ^m^of 1ft55 6 ( 7 ) ^ SI^TIR TPft 551551^ 5ft ^5^ 
3T^!t8r 57 Plftyui ftg viM<H4) 557rt: 

(xvi) F^55 551551^ gRT fftiTT 55 5^fft55ft 5ft fftpraft TftW HR l ft» 

fft^wt ft 5?ft 5ft 5t 3fR Iftpft 3llft'<ifx|d MKfft* fftiS5»5T ft 
«<*)lf^ld fftlUT t, ftf^IW ^ 55ft5Rlft ^571^ 5^ 5ft 5t t I 
58lTfft, 551^ glTT 5T5' ft fft57 ^ jra>^t557R fft57R-5of dSlT 

FT fft®555l ft Tiyfftd 7^)5 ft Tllfft?! 1^5^ 57 f: 

(xvii)^|55 fft55T5cft ^ 1ft55 16 ^ 3t^7IR FT fft'S55^ ^ fcT7 OT57555 
7T8ftf/3TTafR ^ 755 7<P'(?t5)7iil. fftgTur-Til gRI fft5i55 25 7^, 2003 
5ft ITTTr 55f55lft 5ft 5dT fft5T 55T 3fR ^ 57 5151 (fti5fT> l ft i 

5ft ft Pl'5>5l ft TIlfftcT fft55T 55T t: 

• (xviii) >37fr5 5ft ftt^ 57 TFTTcI ffti 3557555 TRIFT 55T) 

Trfftd eTT55 5115 ftt 5ft Tt 5lfft5 31^^ ^3?5I55-5Tm5 551 
7IT5Md5l 74t<J)d ft73T (ft<gid1' (ftftjTftt) 3fR 5lRl5>l5>Tli gRT 57|5 
>j|H5>lft 55 3n5R 57 ft5if W ^ fftlftiftw ft5T fftgft 5ft cTI55 ^ 
3555515 fft55T 511 71^ : 

(xix) 5lfSf55lft ft fft5k55-ft7lft ftt €t $^'lftRl5l gRI 57^5 

5IT555rft 5ft ftt^ 57 5^5151 5ft: 

(XX) FT 3)f2l'(i5'1l ft *** 57 5F5rRr55lft t 5ft ftt5ftl5 3n5R571^55 
55tcf5Tft gRT ftt 5t t 3fR 5#(55Tft ft fft55T5oft ^ 555 ftTIT 71535 

t: 




[<W»TI—^P»gl3 




5 


(xxi) ^ 1 2001 % 31 2001 W ^ 3ra1^ 

?i#rcr g>t ^ t: 

(xxii)jn^ tisiT »Ki^ct> Pi<«h«it g>t ppcRTt, # anf artf, 
anfe g>r ^ snw qR^ndH tg ^ I 

4ll^4>l4>Tl{aif, (^4{<l4>f, ail4l<l4>1 (WI 3RI .'H{4>l'(i 1^ (^K 
aj^^ HilS|ci>i{| STO v^ra: 

3. ftl^FT qa<j5i^ SRT aiM igpcrf jnvft* gsjT 

5ra5CT if t, q>f q?^ Mk(iicj> Pi««i>qt afk 

jra^ ftgqoi-q^ if ^ g5f qf t aflq fvSFt jra^ ^ JRfrR if 

w t ^ fipRig^rR ^raratfe^r qftqr ^ra> <f«iT ^ qrasr ^ 

afg^ apf^ ^knnqif if jRg^r t l pgq* qa^ SRi ^ 

^ qf qcft^ q5f ^ q>f qf, ^ qq ftrnq qqr affq 
qsqqqqqjqigqR ^ qq ajq^ ^qqiqif if qqt q>t qf 11 

4. qiql^ P i t^qT ^ qqq qq P i Hf^feid % ’ariq hm fq ^r:- 
f^ q faiK 

(i) it ^ gf^ qqqr, t^fifftiqi 

(ii) ift ^ qR^f qqqrq qftfr, 

(iii) ift ^ SRi-^, ^^t^flrq! 

(iv) ^qi^ RxngqH'Siafr "Jonqr ^ f^, 

(v) #fr^ qif^ q#^ ^cqqr q>o f^o, 

3n<HdQ> 

(i) ifo qlPi<t>i qfi^ fqqiRfqcT f^o, 

(ii) ifo Icra^f ^cnqr ?ra>q, gwt 

(iii) ifo #i€f ■»5nqT qq^ jno f^o, Tnqflq 

(iv) ifo qft^fq ftqq ^U'S^or 
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(v) aw W wa (JITO) 

(vi) ^ 

(vii) i^O ^ 

(viii) f%ra^ ’^Hia w tbc<»Ti i 

fa^R 7 t;t jnrj^ 

w 13Rr: a ji^vji'insS wat ^ at ^ ^ 

tl 

4o a Rcpi 4'C'(^7 ii<i f^o, ^ Jim 'H<ii4i< 4^<hi jiio f«to, 
siRi a ir araji flaR 

5. ^acT a ^ t fa iiri ma wea a Rnf^Rad 
^faa #:- 

jriBicbi(t>dfa jim w i a i a faat w a fair m i 

'T«w>ia ar aa^ 5.7.2002 a OTm-art ^tR at 
a% ^ aa ■jti afa ^^a ^ ^ ir ^ fa^r ^11? 1 w ji^ fa 
f^aa f^pajiat aa a a aa^ai dm a a mat ^Rmcr wmft at juj^tm 
f%^af at a% aa ■> 1 ^ at? ^ 3 % ^am 19 . 2.2003 at maf^d 

maaap at d# a ^ I 

f^f^ci 'aagr mr 3fa<}><!l<T>-<ui: ’^ijjioia if afar m Hcif/HMa^ 
RTmjm a sRfar maft a dm mr ad ^ad^iu i if dff fam w 
tl 


mw at 3Ta^: mw mm wif a tr? mwim m fa wmft ^Jeim 
mmdaf wt^ -JcTm a arenr gvj fair mdi i mm 2002 a sratd 
a aft mt at aiRnr aiyl<3 a md m?md fam dm 1 

faiKia drqrd dm mnd w Jims dtf fam dm fa dd-^te mrm 

at ddmtd dim at ddid djg a w a ddt dtf mim mdT t 1 dfa ate 


[vmi—-gragi] 
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^ ^ ^ ^rorr vjTM t ^ TnfrRFJT^nrf ^ 

qRmm ^ 3n% # I 


(g>) mR i ch i g l % ^ ^ t ftPi»itai3it ^ 

^IFT^ it ift €t ^ij'fcT'iJf ^ ^TPTRr ^ ^ ^yOtf tl^ yifxIitililjTlW 
gtt ^Hi<i^ ?!Fra ^ 'HiHM ^ jn^rw w gJiw t i 

Mli^4>l^ ^ xnf^ ^ i|lRl«t>|chTlt^ ^ 3)rttRl<*> 
f^P l Htui gtt ^ ^ 'HHM ^ ^ ^ I 

(^) ir ^ ^ ^ jfM 1^ ft ^ jra>c ^ 

fl) *nf^ JIM ^ fg ^ ^ f^ratcf gtlM-jmM ^ 

ttuht ^ ^ ^ 11 

(^) jnf^Mt^ WTM ^5lTm trar afR^r airaR w him 

^nf«Fr g5t ^TMT ^ ^5RDr Wt it SRMer ^ 11 

(tt) tfr ft SRT 35^ W 'HHM ^ 3p?r ?n^titftrait 
^MfMtt fg ^ t 1 RPiHtdiaft ^ f^rak gttM 
TM t, ^ ^ 4 ipr ^ cWI 5 TJWT trcTlox ^clRT 
^ it I PlR«<; Jlll^chl^ it WIT ^ JMC ^ ftM f I 

'dw i '^ ^ cWT firalci ciStiRi ft?fr ftPi*rt?iTait ^ 
f 3i^r: tff ^ $f%D# ti«iT xft ft ani^t ^ *iin5ii ^ 
ft ft *nt^ ’^t ^eM it 3i1^ ^ fr ^ra>ft 11 

gfyl g»T 

• ^ an^: anrain art^ g>i f^pt jms^ ^ 

t, tsft ^ arPM-^iT^ f ^ fearif f JifPi mt '>i«ift> 
<I I -klt^<b arM% ^ ^ t I ^ ailTlld-’TraT if ^ 1999- 

2000 ^ ^cHI if 3R?liSra> fiRIM ^ t I ^ 1999-2000 ^ flTR 



— the GAZETTEOFINDIA : EXTRAORDINARY _ ^PartI- 

■JRT t % 3TPTO 10272 #0 fSTI ^-Srailr if 

4406 ^ #7 5874.67 TffT ^ I 

g5t 4.i ^ ti? ift ^ ^ arraiw ^ if 

’Tm ^ gcRT if ^ 1999-2000 if 9.15% ^ ^ ^ sft 3R?ff^ 
2000-01 if 1.71 ^ ^ 3fk 71? ^ 3rafgr ^ ^hjR 3.32% ^ 
■W, qraft ^ g5f TIPT 3)c<jfti<i> 100 % 118.18 ^ I 

• 'ii'Jii'f %iRTT: ^ ^Rrr t % 7)iRi<i>i4>Til3ff % w? 3raf^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ TTT? t an^- 

^ 5f^ ^ ^r-wl^ch 3ng^ l aMd^ ^ 11%f^ ^ 

f^W'frff?! cJlRcpl^c) f^!J>) TTRT ^ 3fra5% tiit ^ I 

^ ^ W?nt ’T# t % ^ if ^f^ W g5f 7?tJT ^ if 

WT if 1% ^ ^ iif I if, ^ ^ W t % 

^jcRT WT Tf vjifrTT g5f if f?Rra^ anf 11 

TTTef ^ ?Tv5fR WT-3Tig5# g>r \^t 3T%pff7I ^ ^ f, ^cfRlT 
TTff f ^ 7T7IT t, Pi Roe HlRcpiyl % ^eyi4>4 g#-7TIt |c;u^^' if 

g>r jrim Rjtjt t i 


• vaifrTT g>r ^3?n^: ^ w ^ Tnflra^g^ait ^ Tif?t7»^ 
snmr 7Tff 7i| I I jif^Rgnfitw 8 t»??it g>r Tj«ft ^rar 
3ik vjifrTT SRT ^ ^ Tif fwr smrf Tjf ^-ainr 
^ TiTlPElWr if ^ 11 

'Jitm ^ ^ragif foft impr ^ srgfer w ^ RdRch ggr gnsif^ 
3rra5^f grr ^di^i g|f ipiT f | 

ftf^^JTTilr^ % g?im 53?ng?r-«nRiT if |f t afr? 

% smgr-vJMijVi jf 0 . 66 % g5t PRrae ant t i Ptf^ 
i)i(ti<t>i^ Tj? grg if at^imct ^ t f^ 5 ^ 5 rf^ gn gmr 



[ VFT I—I ] 
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t I ^r, PiRtri H'(Pr<*5i^l %' ^ ^r ^bct? 

PwT^ ^ 3ra53-^ t I 

PiRiiri JuiRichi^l w gjT '^di'Hi t 7nT4g> gMt 

^in ^-3T^ ^ cTWT 110% aTOTT ilcT ^ 8St I 

^ ?T«fR fl# if d'lldK ^ ^ ^ t 3fr? ^ 

vje^Vi 5^ 6iici ^ 'W>c 'W 't<J1ct>i'< cpycii % siMK (^'H1 ^T ^ 

t, ?rf ^ ^ g5R^ ^ 1ammff ^ ^ ^ 3^ 

5^W^, 3mn# ^ ^jRDT ^ arf^. ^ aram ?% f%if w ^ i 
80% ^ enm sRciT-wfr>T ^ if ^imMdiii 31^^ ^TOiT t 
afk anraT-viMiiVi ^r o.ee HPiyM g5t ttt^ sprit ^T ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^T^ 11 

• prar: T3ixRT f|g5t g5tR^ gSt ththt ^ arrar? 

^ ^(HI'HI ^ W t I TJf ^ g^TT^ W 11^ fRf iUll'istl l ^H 
*3P^ ^51^' g5t guTF ^ ijefpT ^ STf^ g>r ^ ^ ft5^ w, 
tr'f!0 g?iT-g?JT t, ^d i -rn ^ 1^ w t i 

^ ^ ymPicb 11% PrRv; yiPichi^l ^ ^ 

^5^ if -Hgf^ cp*! ^ 1% vjaVl ^ ^ ^ 'F^t^jR f%TIT RTTf 

^sfPT ^ ?r5rR fl# ^ ffe g>r ^ ^t ^ str^t-^ ^ 

^r ^ RT^ xnfItT I t 1^ ITRR fl# ^r ^ shttit 

cRTTW ^ ^ t FTT aTTOTcT ^ g5T ^ ^ ^ <wlfto 3JT^-^ 

grr #tt ^ siw ^r ^ #tt t wtrr shtfit ^ 
gR^ ^ ^siR 11 

• RTcT Pfe^ yiPl<tj|^l % FT? Fldmi ^ f%Fn t % RTcT ^ g5t 
fcPTT in^, 2001 ^ ^TRTRI ^ g§t ^ePTT 2001 ^ ^PTIRT 

^ ';j4) % pci'll ^ <W| cpKU| % I ptcT "{j^l ^ gel'll qqlni 

% g#eT 3181^1 f^FI *«!•<, 2001 ^ ^ePTT f^FTWF; 2000 ^ ^ RT ^T^ t 

eiif^ gel'll ^ RT 'ti<P I 


2374 GI/03-2 
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• ^ ^ ^ t % ^ mm 

^ arf^ ^ ^ t I 

• PlR'^ RiBi chi'll % 'igeimi ^ ^ 

cF^r ^ ^ t I 

• c?TTmc[^:, 5T^ ^ f 

^-3rcr% ^ vaRT^ ^fpnjot ffcT^RT arfiranR 

I ^fciRcm. ^ ^ w t ^4? i 4>-dl 

f^rf^ ^TJHTpfr ^ ^ mRuIIH fegn? t I TI^ “ift ^ 

W I ^TRfe cf5Tq^ ^guRRT f^O % ^ ^RFT 

eTWT 50 cF>^ ^ ^ elR ^TfRI t i 

• ci^Hd: ^ ^ ^ 3T^<J)cl ?T8IT <j l ^ft<t? 

^r^RT ^ ^ I^TH W t I ^ ^ W t fe>t ^5tTtm 

3T9RT 3RTRraH ^ ^ '^eilH cF>t ^ ^^cTlf T|^ %, 4|UH| 

5RRR ^ t 3ik ^ Tmr 3TgTTR ^T W-W f I 

viRlcI f^5hl cflHd 3T9RT c[^Hd f^RRft ^l^Ml-^^Rl, ^Tlftcf 

cTFRT, 3TmR ^ 3Tg^M ^ ^cfRTT ^ W t 3TPIRT ^ 

m ^cTR^ vTFRjT ^FRR 3HR|H % 

3iU ^nfdkl Vi Rid cflHd ^ ^TW^uj STIEIR ?T8|T 

WTT <R ^dl>HI ^ fen ^^STHT ejT I 

• q^Hd >R ^ Rrerk^: Rrf^ Rf^T^l ^ TO ^ ^dmi ^ f^RT 

t 1% ^ ^ ^r 3R% v3?TO 

^ cplHd ^ TO ^ TO 65% ^ ^ t I xfd^ ^ TO 

^ TO! ^ f^qi^l TOkTT t ^5tHTT TO-R|E?Ru| 3?TOT FIRT gf %\ 
^tR" ^ TO Rrafro ^3TT t ^ cR ^ ^ 

^ ^ I % T[^ ^dmi ^ t %' 3RI cbKch' % 

^ fdd<^ q>KW| ti^c^ ^ f%^ qjlHd ^ ^EfR 

^ ^ ft# ^ ^ TOf tt| f I 
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• % 3tPT: ^ JJ^ ^ t 1^ 

gij ir 3tfeg> «T*raT % # (^PiH^d i ^ 3(17 sfr 3n| 

7m ^ «St sfr? 171^ yfra-mfe ^ 7ra% t?d7 snTsjtsnt 
59rft t 1 ^ ^ ?mT 1^ 

3n73h3nt g5t t I TPfsigj % wg-sraf^ ^ snr^ 

% 10% ^ Trar pTi ^ ?i? ?im ^mn t i ^ 

cisiT araiTTif^ 3inT ftJTi ^ Tra ?mT ^ t, ^>1 % 

JRP^JT ir <|<H I 71I ^ t I 'i'^Pl^sei cfjt 1^ 

^7 ^3l%cT 3im ^ WTT ^ 3igm cmj tht ^dmi ^ 

^ 11 

flTrr^ ^tnTT Tlf^ ^Sffrir ^ \d4d<t) gJTlt ^ t, ^ ftTel^ 3ft7 
?prnt ■’it ^^7 71% g5t 3tra q7 3iTm-jim g>t ^ ^ 

V l (£l<W^ glTT ^ ^ M-^dH % Mfr oTi q t 9?! g^ig ^ ^ t I 

571 f^!ic^qu i ir sTHit ^ ^ ^?iW M 3f®raT ^7ra5r ajiTsm ^ 

^ ^ t I «l5r^ ^ Pltir^ifl 71^ TUToft ir g>tf 3ri3f)% ^ 

■JT^ t f^TTrair 1|<HI'HI 71^ g5r^ gj’ft, ^ ^ Tra ^57% ^ 

^ 71^ 11 ^r*r7r-^ simfr ^ gjrm ^ ti^ I^PiHldisTt ir 

Mlf l WTir ^ 577nr ft t fwTTlir 7^ ^etlTT ^37im ?fte ^eHTl 
g>r TPrra ^57% g>r Tfrvsrfrr 11 

• ^r^ MTg ^7 <ll7dl^d> 1T81T Timi d<*>K l ^ct> aW- Hl(?l<t>l?l 

% 571 75^ q7 ^ jrgje ^ Tn^gjignTTsit m 

d<hKit*i<i^ Mr? 3i%gfj 3rwi<t>K*j ^ mtw tst 3ft7 ^ gmir 5>r 
ift M>e^ 1^ Ml 11 

• Pli^td ail^ctiT^ ir 71^1^ 5171 ^ SlRlRcW ^ 

Rr^ 551 TpiTTn ^ t I 




5nRt55^ ^ sm if 55 515 5R-5R cTtl 5t t 55 5 ^5ef 
55155^15 W5 551 317555 55^ 5^ 53fil5 5^1 5155 ^ 5TO15 



?raT vj'ti'H ^ g5^ I Pil^oc jnUra^ ift 

'I^cTTcT gvT ^ g^r ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

t ^ ^ gjRor ^ t I 3fK gf^ 5rf?r afr? 

^5RDI % ^ t ^ f qjgg I 

grg^ 4 g^ ;3?l!g g^r ?# gsn^^ gi^ ^ ^rdt |f 
t I ^ grfxigggjgtaTf gsg gg^g# ^ g^-g^ % f| oj>cH gi^ t I 
g^tt «fl^ grt ^ ^ g^-trat 4 gg>K i tgg> g^ g^gig 
■Hjt>Mcgcf> fSTOigg g^rfgr ^mgr ^ f^t^^ #T ggt % ggRI g^ gntft, 
Ifl^ ^ ^ grg^ # ggx l f^if^ gifegg^ % ^ 
t I 


f^nrrg^ 4 v5tc)< 3 t, gf^ g^ gag ^gpftg gg< i gg>'i if g>rf 

srf^rawRggj aggr? H<s(d 41'^g ^ gsRor gf sifir ^ ^Rgi 

'TTCg g^ $■ I PiRoc MlRtq^iyt % ^igfer WJigidg ^ i^ g<^ gg 

WR-gR ^Jwt^ %gT t I^RPf g? f^^mgr ggr t ^ gpi^ g>t 
^ gsg ^ srag-srag ^ij i (£ i g>K f | 

4 gt g^ ^igg»i ^ 5ifcigg!gig> ogggg g^ g^ 
W % gf «i1^ gg gmcg grift ftt ctfftg % | gf^ TjggrRaift ft 
<)ifftct>WTii gft ffteift gigg g>g gftgg ^ gjgr gft gicii4 % g4 
ft Jifftgggw aggR g^ ^ grgr t gg g#it fftgjgg^ ft 

t, gggg ^ gg ggftg gigg gg g^f crgigr RT 
'^*’^1 t I 3Rr gr^ ft, gft)^ gft giiftg fftj gfftggggg, aggR g^ 

^ gggJT ff ?rfft gft grar gft stm gsg ft aftg gft gigg, gfft g?if 
^ gjRw §t «rfft grgr wg i 

• 3ngigt gft gftgg, gsir gigr gftg g^ g?ftg ^ ^ gift gjigg-ft^ 
arajgr gg>g gfr Ift^g gg I 

6. gif^g>i'ft <ft ftgR: 

^) jrrtftg^ft ^ fftgR gg ft fft> giggftftt fftggiggft ^ fftgg 16 ^ ggg 
fftng> 25 2003 gft Rift gg^gg fftggg-gg ft gifftggft ^ f^gK i ftlg g 

3Trg?ggi gag gnfftcf ft gft gg^ 3rf%g PRgjgt gg gggR gftft | giftfftg^ 


[^I—-grogi] 


'TTW ^ Ti^rqsr: srornipr 


u 


Pn-chql ^ l^cp trag>r& ^ ^ ^ afk ^ 

20.11.2002 ^ «K(5|4) f^ps^ alSl-giRI ^ ^ ^ WI ^ 

W I 16 ^ 3 ig^ jra> 25 T ^r yiil<t>l^ ^ ftxTRltft^ 

3 ira?zra» ?fs2r 3 ?ra?w t ^ 3 rf%^ ^ ^r afraR g 5 t 

ijPra^r 15^ ^ q? ft;# qsrajR 5Rra>tt w g^r ?nftR 

aigqf^ qff 5 zfrft> rrt an^ ^ ^ jn#ra> ^ 

^ fR afR ^ T^v s t fi ra; ^ ij? ma^ivi ^ aiq^-aR5?t feMt 
^ ^ q^ wr q?^ # feir w t i 

w) qi^ ^ ^r q? Softer qi^ - an^-qq ^ ^ 

qrf^qqqRitaft ^ ^ qq qfr r^t aT, qif^ ^r atTR ?f 3 ^ qRte 

^RRT ^0 iRfrf^qR q>T qq Rif^TR an I Riiiidct) 4 lPi<i>i ^f^Rq 
?cP!^RRR f^o ^ ai^^ qq ^qq qq q>t qq> qf^ PiRv qif£i<w 5 l srt 
atq% ftqRP i aiq^., 2002 ^ qq ipqr ^rsfr nt afr 1 

q) qRqq ai(a ) ^tiqi nan qRf^rqj 'Pi«*t>q1 q>r qaqq^ q>r 

qfiRiT qq qq 5^ qq Rgr cra^ qraar t, qi^ atfe^rpn 
f^qiqj 5.7.2002 q>r atR qHf 5 i<t><t> Piiq>i 5 f^qra? 20.11.2002 q>r qq^t 
qsraq^, qi?ir ^ ^ qRq ^nraRfr aftq Rtn ^r qi^niftni qR% 
qi^ f%qkq>r/anqRTcirr q»r ^Tyf qq I iqr qm ^r qr#r<}5 ai( 5 i-{jxm 
qq ^-2 qi^l^ra t I qil?iq>i^l q>r f%qW it €t ctRr^ 

20.11.02 q 5 t MRP tq? ariSRjxRT q 5 t qiq^ it fiett t I yf?t qq> 
f^qrqj 19.2.2003 qi anitf^ qniqrfSiqj ^qqif qq qraar t, ?qt ftqtq? 22 
qiqqit, 2003 qi qnit f^ qqr aftq ?q§q 5 nsranir qi 
qqr f%qkq> iqi^ it it i anRr f^qtqj 17.2.03 ^ t-iR gRr gfe 
qtt 1 % ^ -H i jvjiP i ^ ^gqqit q 5 t ^qqi fiR qf t afR ^J%iq i 

'H i jvjiP i tb ^qqit i qft #i I qftitq ftqq 
iqi^ qqiqR fd t qq r qiO f^O, i 'HI< 5 vj|Pi* ^qqif q 5 t ^qRT q 5 t qrqit 
ctfeq i 5Ri qnftR qff fq qitl^ qRliq? fWit qi qiqitq 
^ ’^ i q iRq i fitit it -aft ^ RmtiRq ^ apqRq ani?fr qi iRi fq 
3Tf%q P i tcbil qrf^ qrit amir f¥W qi Rfln q^qr q^ 1 iqri *ilP)q>i 
qf^Rq 5^. f^o i q nr qtTiRf^ ^qqrf q 5 t ^qqr qq rtr finr afR qi 
it i ■6 i jRp i <ft ^qqit i Rqi^ fq I Rqfiq qqiRq, ?tt^Rtflrqr qqqrqq 




^ ^ ^ jff^ ^ 3 RT 

I? I Jnf§ra5r5t g^r f % gisgM f^m e ^ g?cr 
ftflcT jrf&jgr gg ftt?fgg aiggrag %gr ggr gfk ^gggj ggtgjr^ g>r g? 
3Tgm ferr ggr % t f^gtg? 19.2.2003 g?r amfi f^g ^v3iP i <p 

^ ■ ^fiT#5if%g7 ^gggjf ^r ggf^ qg^ % ggiggra fcifeg 

f^ftgg fuFt WR sngR-jjgpT ggr i ggmig g^gg^ % 

^ ^ g? ggg^R I ^ sngmgjf gsjr f Sniltig)]i % 

3ig^ frrar ggmt % ^gggrf # grg gff fcrur, ^ gig gg 

^ gR ggi^ % g^tfeg? ^gggjf gg aig^ g^ ggj 

ggpT %g gg 3iggg gg RUT g^ ggng f I gig^frg gp^ gggiRg 
% jnf^rgg^ g?r gri^ sift gg^ gR% ^ ^ g# ggr 1 am: 
gri^jt grr aggragit g5t ?r g?ftR ir gg g# ^ t ^ Rra 
gg%t ^f gf^ gg arggRui g^ %gi f | 

2L^ ^ ^ggg gsg ^gig g^ 

gm^grf^, 5lf^^^;cgtg>g ^ ^gg- # ^ tjI gg ^ ^ ^ ^ 

?g ^r Rgf%m rtr gg g5t gf t l 

7. ^rnFftg gr^ mrarag ^ gig« grf^ggij/ari)^: 

g>) g RtcT miro ^ ^ angragjf % gig%r ^ mraiRg, ggm ^r 
g^^l/gnfteT grgg g§t f^rgit f^gigr 20.11.2002 g5t g wf t| <i> f^ngsif 
g5t ^ggr g>r ^ gf 1 g?r^ fjRg g5t 

2003 g^it gio 1451 g5t gro gro I812/2003, gtf^igg 
^Sfg :|^. f^O g^ 200 3 gio 3193 # f%) giO ftftg gio 3985/2003 
ark ggigR 51^ mo f^o g5t 2003 g5t gro 1449 % gro 

1810/2003 I ^g gg gigitg gp^ ^gigiRg % f^gigr 20.1.03 afk 3.2.03 
^ ^ armkg aii^g gg^ airag gg armf^ 

wggi^T %gr gmjgr % R^ggg ^ggf fjfgg-13 ^ ^ gg> ft agJf 
'35^ afk atgRT Mg aM aiM gg» ^ Mr Rnjgr 1 gig ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 44507- 2002 afk 

^Mi ^Mg g5f 2003 g5t kg gikigg 3193 ggi 3194 g>r gig%i 
^ ^giRg, ggm ^ kgigr 13.3.2003 ^ aiM ^ ^ gR ^ gf 1 


[HFTi—•qpjg 1 ] 
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siFjra^ 3Rf ^rat ^ ^-^nsi ftiicb 20.11.2002 ^ 

Ph47 t < 1 sft? yiMcbi'!l sft? JTRf^ ^ vsn^ 

% cijfB^^id ^ 'M ^r diwf^ch WIT ^ ^ 

^ ^f 7 ^ aft 1 ^th%i ^ ^^irarau gft 

arrara^ ^ ^nf^ransft ft ^ftt fft^art ^ fftair ^ 

gj^fftuTI 

^ ft fto H^l<ft'< f*R7 gft <1lRl<»>l ftlftai 2091 3jk 

2092/2003 ^ fto ftl(ft<*>l fto ^ 1%) ^0 fftfftsi TO 

2093 ?iaiT 2094/2003 ft> ^IPl# ft HH'flil >3^ ^ajTTOfft, ^raRT ft to 16 
3ift?r, 2003 ^ Pinf^Rdd 3nft?r tor;- 

' ^ HHdl ft #ft tJdfteii ^ ^ TO 3ft? 5?T ^ 

daftt ?iail ilRR^ilfcHil 3ft? ^tor^ ^ ft?3ft ?’T fftft^t ftft f to 
?lftt HHdl ft TOT ^ Rcftvjl Mlcuftaft Ito IT?gcr 

TO ftft ?? gftrro I ^^T ?TO TO ftft t to to ^nRranft ?fttoR 
TOft ?? ftgr ?5 TO ftt vsnrpft 3iaraT 3paian mddftaft TO 
■ 4i4 | dH TOft ft 3RTTOT #tft ^ torfft ft ^itot illRlTO TOftt 

toft' 


TOTtof Wl l jjleHU ft> 3fTft?ft ^ TO ?TO t to ffttos MllttfPl^l tor 

vjli-qq^ <PIXQ|4 ftt^Tft ft’ <’’1^ fftft?! *1^ ^ 1 

^ ) TOT TO 31^ ^ 3rato vtor-rof^, toroitor tj^to ctan ?ttot 
TO? ?ito?, srfft-’jTOiTOT ?? ftt to ?^tot TO ?Tftto TO ?? 1? fftroftt ft 
?i^tor ?aiiftt ?? TOt to to ^ I 

8 . toroto? TOTO twi 'H*iM TO^' 

toro TTiRtTO ft fftroto? toto ft ?to 5 3ft? tot? tow ^ 2 fftto ftte? 
^ 12 fft. ftf. (fttftr fttto toftef f) ftfto ^ TOi?T (to 'cim to 
toroto toftsf t tog ?i?ito; sftsfrfft?’ 3raraT sntoftfft? jtfttoftt ^ toi 
'H'H t to r TOW sriilftcT ?# 11 


— - ™ GAZETTEOFlNDlA:EXrRAORDlNARY _ [Part I— Sec 1 

PlccMql ^ ^ frgfR/feltrf&prft are if f: 

^ f%fW t #7 ^ ^ 

^ vjM4<W tTR^iqi # TT^jrg^ft T^JT^ 

^ilPrcT -T^ ^TT ^fjgniT t jfr^ yfj^ t 3jk t crar 

^ ^fTg5% t ^ ^ air ^ i ^ >Hif^ii^H 

^ ^ ^ ^ arr ^ cCT ?Ti;^r^if^ ^ arrarf^ Ti^ 

W cTWJTT vSrTi;^ cktlfcb cf^ Slfit ^ gf 

31 ^ ^ wRj?t t ftww 3 MT?r Tf^ ^iciRT ai^rw 

^ t I 3Rr: 3f^ t TRTfe 7^ tl^ 
^ ?r>m[ ^ arl^rgrRT ^ tri^ ^ ?sr feji 

^1 


(ii) tf^2TjjnjJT^g5ir3iki2TjjnjJT^ arfera? Tjt^ 

angrR arm ^ ^ ^ t aik 

^ gjT fl^ 7T^ f I 3TRrra^ gRT JR^ xnt # f 

B?rrrT 3.2 T?WT, 5.5 TJJTTJJT aflfe ^ %-^TRg> gJT ^^qRTT 
^ t I f^Rraar # ^ ^Fng? ^r^ct t % 'HmMd^i i rtrt g5t figft. 
’THgr *ilci4 g ^ g5t Mii^n ^ aft? '^-^TRTg> *l'lci4 ^ RIRT cTg5^ftg5t cfajj 
gRit ^ uyc^ vieit'i ^ Bc?K ^?3efT gJT i^utdiJI ?g TH I MH t I 
fR JraJR, 3 [RJRTgJ ^ Bc?K <t>l\d<T(^<a gR ^RST f ^ ftrTRT^T 
^ 3 ?fRl g 5 t B^-^j^gcIT ^ ?RRT ^ I ^ d?2r ^ 
'jgfrrg ^ t 3TRrra* gJi wr ^ %-wng? ^ wr 

# t, ’It t I 


$«tcpc: 7RRT Pffo f^o, t’Tcft? ^ ft^TR; 


’TRW 4 RiRT ^ aft? # I^Rqtdi t qjt ^ ?itR<t»!;M ^ f|?^ f 

3ft?^^ Tl^ai WaiT ?«IHnRW ^raWfRW WR^ t I q|ft|<w<tnlt % ^ 
^tqf^ g>r ’TT?titW ■' 3 cqi<J <5 W t I Tjf^ ?W ^mPuii SRT ^||^d 
wwng TTRiw Bwng t wr ?Tqw ggr ^ ^ % mi ^ 

^ ^ 3iiqilrld ^gwnw ?rqR ft ’TR^ ^Kd> 7 ft ?ijnw qjf 
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vJcMWH 3P7 ^ # I ^ ^ ailillfrid ^Tlcf ^ "Wlff \Jd4l<;a>l 

SRT ^ ^ dcMlc;<t> ^ W W t, SRT 'icMiftd W 

>EniR ddJK % I SRT; i||Rl«t>|cbTll SRT FT ^ ^ ^ «Mi(^ 

is <tj*Mp|i|i i[#0 ^ t I 

T}ft 5 PT ^ F^ Tiro f^O ^ 

5 ^ 53 ^ ^ 'ssrar t % ^ ?T«f Tra?^ ^ ^ ^ 

% #e ^etro ^ ^FFT ^ ^ ^ ^nriTT w 11 


MiBi<pi^ Hi'iPi'p Pioc^ql ^ 't*i'(“i ct>><dl % Rii'ti^ ^-19 ^ d6d ti^cj 

TjatiT ^ ^ *17 xTiit g5t ’Tf t I jnf^ranlt % w ^ 

TelRT f^O, '^vjRRT ^V'lRid f^O ^fSTT 3J1^F#T ^ ^ 

■»cn^ ^ f^Pl*|jdT t I 3Rr vidlldch Bi^>^ ^ Tjfr 

TelRT ^ (^P l «<1d l ,t ^ i Rldi l ^T ' SRT ‘ ^ ?IFr (^PihWi feaTOT 

W t I Mli^<t>l9 ^ f^xlK % 1^ *f|vf?r oSITif'^Tete ^elRT' ^ ^T % 3lk 

3FTOg> 4lP [ g ?T ^f^uFT aft? d<ll<h'i F^t^ JTIO ^ ^ 

TeIRT ^ RdKl^d ddJW dSfl -dHIM ^ ?RI^ ^T «ll(*i<M ^T^ 

^#cT dcfi-HJId ^ t 3lk "illiflRld ^ t I Hlltlcbl^l ^^elRT ^ «IM 

^ ^ISTT ^ 'R MIdd'ittft T3n% tg ifllPici ^ ^ ^ 

^r IlT?cJ ^ ■Wt<9cb'<» l ^ 3TEZJ^ WIK 

PUdiHl g5t gfe gR5TT % I yi(2|<t>l^t ^ ^RflT % 1^ ^ ^Kiildd 

W d<t>^<t?l ?[SfT 'idJK^jr ^ ^>1 

^HiMH t 1tr 'd<j5?n t ^1^ vsrtiwl SRT uTra-aigftT ^ 

^ ^ 'RfR ■'RT^' ^ ^ ^ #r I ftR '•ft, 

^3^1^ vjdiKd ^ ft ^FTsnr t afR aimifcid w ^s^nfer 
Tffte '•RRT ^ dlpl l f^ch ^srHPFT t I ailillfcid W YT-^ 

% fftctft t I '^TRFT ar fftRft ^cftR ft? 3mm ft 

amft FT ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ srrarf^ 

l^d Rl ft ftT 5RT '•cFT ft> '^JmFT t I 


2374GI/03-3 
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THE G AZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part!—Sec. 1] 


9. uftxT 

'3tm if ^ 3ra1^ 1 3!^t?r, 2001 ^ 31 2001 c!3f> tl 

am i dcb HlPl^ f^O 3>Jr 3 ft 7 ^tO d<1l<t>'< 

;rT 0 f^o % t ^ 3 tPiRT 3 rt^ ^cirt ^ # 

1%>^rT 'W t ^ ^ ^ ’T? ^ t ft ^ I 

■JcIRI # 70.05 ^ 3TKTT f 3ft7 5% 'jfTW 3tT^ ^ 

cISJT ^ 3tcT^ ^5^ 3ll<l«iJ4> aiT I tRigff 7^ ^ v^ttr ^ 

ci??T TRr ^ 3^71 7 t^ ^ ^ g5RDi Tjff Tnn t i 

sraM, w ^ fen ttut t fe 3 rfe% ^fen irt ^eq> ^ 

TR 3rfe55Tl^q5#r qq ijtrasT qRrq ^ 13ft? ^'dfciii, Tftur ?fta ^ stfe# 
q? fe^^: ?Fr % 3nw ^ 3ngt? % i Jti^ ^?tit, 2002 sfsrtw ^- 
3iqRl ^?f 3lf%q di'^l'tg ^ tnci *161^ qi? ^ fedi ^itii I 7T? <i>6*ii gvilH *15! 
fen % 3Tfe^ w 71]^ qiq qft feq??fer ^ ^ ^sq^st ^ I ??t^ 
3lcITqT, q? qcft^ ft 7 t| fe qjfeqqft q)t fe^tq^q ^f '5ITW- 

3fe& q?t ■^*(lRlcpqi'( vjll'icpi?! 'dgiqcp ^ «iqfe ^ft *1^d'l q>t ^ftW 3141^1 

^feJt q iHch l ^ q?t ft ’jot ^ qqt % q5t tjI f | qjltraq^ qq flWR 
t fe qTqqfefr qRR 4 yitq 3rat^ qq fertqoT qff ffqq Tiqr f l ffjg, qf 
Tq^ % qqr Ttt qft ftft qiflq l Jtlf^iqq^ q? itt ffe qrjqr t ff’ 
aqqiqqit f qqq q#ci qfa f? 3iqtq qqsqq (ft)>{ui-’T5r ^ qn^ ftf ^ qrq 
q?gq c|5t t I 3)iqidq> 3RTqT 3Fq qqtqq? qqq-aiql^ qiRicqiqjxltstt 
gRT qa|q 3nq5qr ^ qi^ ^t ^^fqqr 3tq7Tq att I ft?? itt qrf^tqq^t % i?t 
qtt qfRr q5t t I qifeR# % ijsfrq qtt qifxjqq qq ?qTcq fen fea^t 
'anqra snqvst q5t fJrwq-fe’Tfl qeTTq aft I qifxiqqqnit % '3qq feqoft ^ 
?q^ qiq % q5?r ff’ #ftft3nt qo’s ’jqr srt qqqfirq 3nq5fr ^f f?ft 
% qRd 4 3nqTfer qTtt qqq? ^ qqfrq t^trt aan ’a7ra?f sraiqi qrfcRrgqa 
7^ ^ fTiftjq sfl^ ?1% t I ffq^ 'wsf 3ft? ^ ff5?q ^ 2 Tjq ^ ^ 
12 qq qq (ftqt Trtqrt qnftqr) Tjfet ^ qqite tc^^t (^ T^nqr q>t tf'i'$q>?) 
qnt^TcT tfqg •aqnqq, 3fltiiRiq>' 3RrqT snfefiffq nftwniair 'H'Hil^id T^nqr 
q^t 7c^ feqqq qiqq feqr w ?fr an 3fR fea^ q^ q?frq q>t 
aTfcrfr?fta}t, ^qi^^rajt |qi^3n^rqF7ftq5fr7rqTft’ qiftqq qrq 
q#q 7cn?T q>r ft q^q? qRf q>r q5fr Tiqr feqfe feq q^rf #tq> qff fen 

Tiqr 3fi? q ft i?T qi^ ffRtt qfi# (#ftft3nfq’>qq?T ?rffq) srt q^tf 





*fR?T ^ 
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3ng5% # ^ t I <il(x|<*i|ct>Tll 

^ f'T ■H 4 t ^ i ftai i 4 tju.d Tj^ ^ w ^ an^ >cJM<h<£| ^ ^ 
3RI: ^3^ Ft ^ ^ ^R'^lvJl 3lk ^ 

't ant^M fe# ^ ^ >3^cw aitgj# ^ Pidmi I ni(S|ct»i^l ^ 
4j ifl|- .p ra K rt ^ iiiftichi ^r ^ ftjij -ipj ^iaif w ^ arrarcr ^ ^irar ^r 
^ciRi ?nftcr ^ ^ ?cftcT ^r ^ creji ^ ^ t I 
srarar, ^iaif ^cira ^ ajram-^TraT Pi^rtaait ^ jr^tr % 
t 13Rr: Mif^<t>i^ Tjf 'HH^di t Ffi t ^-ara% ?igl%d 
t I 

10. ^l^lSgfPT 

€t,W. ato aro ^ 


(i) ^fTTRT ^r ^sitn ^ vjdjicn ^ jTjea atgqRT ^ ^ -mfrrajranrt 

chMpl^ i mR i P i I^^ ^ alkTHf^ RTW W? I ^ vJdJW* 

3ik ^ t 3Rrt^ (i) 'l i rs^d fk), 3fl7 (2) %) fk) I FT 

^ 'jd<d<t>'i ^r % 4o ^jyRRT JiifSiid t iiiBiciJi ?5r t i 4)' 

^RRT f^O t FT Ti l f^»T ^ ^T^ ^ t I 

(ii) <j i l^<Mchdl RtcT-araflr ^ w ^ ^ ^mft ^ 

49.49% ^ •*ll<fl4K t I ■qrf^rafJRfRrt ^H^T^ f^PlHldl ^ ^ PrT^ 

^r ^T?ir w ^ ^ ^ 82.09% ftFir f 1 

(iii) a i l^4> i '^ ^ ^ RR ^ ^ ^r ^ <jiBict>i4>Til 

<hnP i 41 1 \iiM<t>i^l jRg^f a5t t I ^Mt t inltraw^t 

t I 

r 

(iv) 1%!nT 2(?i) ^ wr ^if%TT 11 ( 2 ) ^ ai^TR >3^ ^ ft 

8ff% ^n1%^ I^FT^f ^ adJId^i ^ ^ 

fiH<t>l ^«l<si ^TTR ^ v 50HI<1H 'HWd ^T 'RT ^ 'JcMIcj'l 

aJT JTjn STjaRT W^TRIT ^ 1 FT ^TT^ ^T ^ ^ -JUfrraWdt chtlPlffi m 
^ ddJIdd ’TT^ t ^ ddJIdd a^T JTJTI HrIT ^ t I FT 
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THE GAZEn b OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1[ 


Pm i2(^) ^ gjtrPrat ^ v3?ir>T ^ ttht 

^ 'HchdT I 


(v) Pl^ 5 ( 3 ) ^ viM^g 4 25% misr JJWraM ■JTgt 

^ ^ t I Pm 11 ^ 3f^[tET-Il f^lcT gem' tpcj vjejP! g>t 

^nrnr P<j*i 2(^) 4 ntgci ^ arj^TR yrnplt i Pim 2(®) * 

4 3?^m g>t gjT vic^'y t 3T?f: m sir?^ t ^ 

^ Icn^ PisriPcT ?fPr ^ Pm 11 ( 2 ) 4 ft f^RT Rmr, * 

^ t s'gy argm ^ 4 ^rtpof tr ^ I mp ^r ^ ipc| 

mr^ jrg^j 4 arow W f i 3R: «iPr-PrEipDr t 

3jp 3Rf%TT f 3f^. ^ f^ 3lt|1|Rr t | 

(vi) m-. ^ mp 4 v3?iR ^ ^ ^irPrjff ^ ^ 

3t«tPt ^ RPR5Rnit gPrPrar - ^ro ■'frfl^ ■Rrm Pfo ctsu ^to TOte 
Teim Pro afp gjtpft ^To <i i n<iH Pro I ^ 

RpR^^ gppRfr ^ 3TR>t v3?jPT g>t f^rPr msPr ^ ^1 

(vii) rstlR ^ ft «Pr ^ WT JRfTT ^r aPRRT , 

"7?! I f^HpR RPr g^r Pm i4(y) ^ ^ ^ Put w<T I 

UlP|<hl<t>Trf ^ PUR: 

(i) tu^uPR ^ uptP 4 w jfipgjpt ^ ^uusr ucfPr ut P»^ 

^ SR^R^R- pRir uuT afp p[p^ jnpgrpt % UF Pr tP^ >3FiPi 
If SfP-P?^qu| TR pRJT PT ^R5cTr UR UlpRJRnt TpcJ rjcipT UF 

PwT ^T P 'swi<;*i P 50% % iff m ’ft tr I mp ft aP- • 

P^ftup ft ftr tt giPRJRnftaft ftft^ft unggrpt xr tt Pgp pjur guT 

arwR pRcT cR pRT guT UR UTpRjRRit p giuTR fftrfft afp PPPt gg • 

P^ftgp Prjt trit urP> \3RTggft P Pgft ang?# w Prr Prjt tru i 

(ii) jpfTT mp ft ftt PtPx^ jnpgjift ft gtuip P^ ftgftt gpgft gg 
Piftgp '9pft mu gxjft Tp^ vjoIm gft unggjpt xp Pup Prt g P> gra 


I 


[vmi—•gqgi] 
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^ ^ I Veil'd ^ *1IH^ ^ '*1^1 

i[Rr if 1 ^ ^rq i 

(iii) 3?Fn?ra5 ^ mR i PiI^ % ^3^ ^ ^ ^ 

1 % 11?' jrg^ 3 )^md ‘ gjr sfra^Jig? w ^ ais^ t fypra>T 

NitMic pT ir 50% ^ ift 3illra5 #r i 

(iv) \3M^cK1 ^ f%gT >j^qlil6 ^ ♦Krl t1*1<4 mcj, vJtlVl ^ 

cJlRlrt t 1% gi OiRicpI gRK ^5^ ^ ' W% ^ ^ jnftvSRTSj 

jJ | (^cMc>?Tl l cWT 3pg vicMK«l»i «IHchl51 JR^cT ^5^ I f^lfcT ^T 3Fg 

^ ^iWg if \>iM<t)i^ zrrf%ra5Tgnit iirt ^T#cm otcw ^Icft ^ 
g¥r gn# t I Ft% 31? ^ ?iR i <t> i ?>gj g^ ^ JFnP>rcr «ih<5i^ 

Ti?>^ ?5t vsn^ t I Ft% 31? ^-?i1^?5r?>gt ttej wn??>r ^ imPh? 
vjlMch l ^ TJ?5g ?7t t fuRRt ?f t q|ffl<p|<pTll3jt ?? VJWUl'l ^ 

50% ^ ift 3rf^ fl^ t ^ ^r felT w t:- 



wer 

iiifqcr>icr)xil 

?raT(q?€t) 

^ (cTO) 

i:K;?re’erRT ?f%?T f^O 

96122 

15541 

^-»frfl? lf%?T fero 

95641 

15743 

?lR(blcbTll3jt ^ ?tn 

191763 

31284 




JJ'jT'fRT ?rfS?? f^o 

107441 

19456 

^3y(l<!?>^ ?>t jft? ^ 

107441 

19456 

K E fcK 1 



91^ ^0 

51060 

7713 
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THE GAZETTEOFINDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 
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^ ^ ^ ^ t 'MlRlcrJWTll^Tt cf^ ^TTTH ^ 

^ 54.75% t I 

4o ^.T^. ^ ^0 5rro f^o % ^ ycg^ ^ ftHf^l^d 

(i) mfxrg5R)frt chMplifl ^ xTlflrj SJT ^ 3TT^^ WTfJ ' 

^rdtn* ^ ^ 4 3TiT^ f^rf^r I w ^r^ct otcf# ^ 

^PTt TJlBlcblcpTlI chMPl^l ^ ‘^cMRM 50<7o ^ ^ ^ 2IT I ^ 

5TR|^’ ^ f^fer t I <Jircj^|cr>Tll ^tIRcf> fcTfedT Placid ^ gJO* ^ 

^ 3Tt<^^ ^ t 1% "j^gilxIcPrcbTi^ ^ UrTT ^ \3cM [ c[d ^ 

50% % ^ 3Tf?]Rf> ^ WRfT t I ^ ,^raT W STRlftd t I 

^ cIl'KiRcr) ^Tdrid^ €|fe<t> <<lf^ct5{^d vJcMIdd f I 

(ii) ^qrf^TcPRnrt ^ drf^ Trig^ STT .^2nf^ dRR ^ 

^ Pl=5d WfT cnf^ W ^ ^ did dTfId ^ ^ ^ 

f^r^rfl^ dFRTJd ^ wrr t I 

(iii) i?cKilPld <f>r^cil4 ^tR 1'4> ^ 5R#ld 

^ I 11 (2) ^ ^ (srter t difpT 

dd ^ridR d5^ I 2(^) ^ ^rgdR. d?fR dd ^ 
dddd^' OTRT Wndd) f^dcr>l WJj1^<f> ddddd gJeT ddDdd ^ 
5T5^ ^FT d?r d^iferr ^ i aid: ^ w tdd t ^ 

d?TTdd>r ^ ^tdd ^ dd ^edTdR d5^ fuRdd ddTIdd 3 Tg d l d 

(iv) prrf^rad^ % ^-dlftdd d^Ptdl d5t ddddd dTdT f^Rft d^dTeT ^ 

dR ^ I ^ did dd d?!^ dc#^ d^ t dd^dlf 4 srf^R ddd ^ 
^ d^fldd ddt 3ftd ftRT 3ddR W f^>dT ddT I f^RR 8 ^ 
drfedd^t ^ 3T^lm t dd ddfdi# IIRT ^ df dJlddd^ XR 

f^r^ >JndT% t d5t ^pgdT ^ d% d^itJ ^ dfTTT I 


'gP’gl] 




8 


^0 TftfSm f^o aft? %) 3no fk) ^ 

ftnjfbrqr 


it l Rt<t> l ^ '^ iM t % ^ # ^3^ 3fr? SIFnfrRT 

^loiRi ^ ^i*tR ^r?g ^ feTOT vinj: ^ eiilri<»>r«j># afrarfcRT ^oiw 3Pt% 
TT^^iciTO % ^3?qR t I ^ PiI5®c hiI2|«pi^ 1 ’«41cpi>< 

tfr ^iRi<t> i <t>^ g§t mRhi'!<i it ^ 3n^ t t ^ 

^ Jig<!I g>r ifft I 3W itt <4lftcpiq>Ti1 ago 

% ifHr ^ iR t 15ra55?T ^r jnto# % Wr f? 

if 1^ IT? PtS^ ^5i®r ^ irf^cT^iT ^ felT t oi(x|<pi<J>trt 
g>T %FHr 54.75% t ^ 49.49% ^cIFlT iraf 8IT 1 Mil^t<i>l?l % 

3i%T t % ^ «ir? 3rR»i cp^ ft?spa%i aira# ^ '^rrtt I 

M l R l <hl^ gRT 

m(£|<j 7 | ^ ^r >3^ ^ ^ IR (^I^H «;<^lcti ^ ^ t 1 <)lftq>l<PTlt 

% 3P^ ^ '3^l44’'t ■ ^ cRlT %) iRRI 

f^o ^ itt iRT JRacT t IM gj'rfM ^ 3ittcT-t^^ 2001 g5t araf^T 
^ ^ 3R%-3R% 'd^KH Pl‘*1l^'«l'< g5t t - 

^0 "gaRIcf fk) 107441 TfiT.^ 

^0 IRRT f^O 51060 

Mll^cpl'tj % itt uii^ att 1^ vJH^<TO ^c*TR^~3TR5% aijlci“i^'6*<i'^ 2001 att 
31cri?r cf> t ^ ^ <4irc|4>|tPfrt3jt ^ 'Hr^'JtPlcp 

^ ^ cn t ^ ^ 3R% R*ft^ 3.3.2003 ^ ^r irarSt itr 'dwto atr i 

ynW-31^ 3lto-t^0, 2001 ^ ^1% 'dtMKJtpi ^ '«^<S ^ 

v}tq | ;jTj 350264 ^ I ^ ^ <ii(x(<w<t>ti 1 ^5iqf5ntr SWtcT 4o 

XTcfTcT iRRT f^O afR ^0 ^ iRRT ^ 

191763 IJIT ^ t 1 IT? |>cf ^W1<H ^ 54.75% tScIT t I Milt|<Pl^l ^ 
ftxTR ^ vdM^'W ^-illfqcpwTll ctinPl^j'l ^ WW aiqRl ^ ^RR 
IfTOiTIeT cf> 3R% 'd^MR^ ^ iR f^f^cf ^ ^ t 1 jnfegsRt 

^ ^ ^ ^RFcIT t I f*fR itt, inRra5T iITcT ^ ^ 'dcHlq4>1 

s 







TFIE GAZETIBOFINDIA: EXTOAORDINARY 


[PartI-—S ac.ll 


HM ^ I^SRgJT PRTH ^ ?fr ^ 50 % ^ ^ 3 l 1 lra> 

an I cinfr 4iift<?>wtil g^nf^Rff arartcr ^to ^te ^oTrt gfSSjji l^o 
afl? ^to ^ Tfr^ TcTRT §n^s<ji f^o gn ^ BcqR^r ^ 54 . 75 % t 

'^^•s ^ ^ ti^i; ^144 ^ ^ f I 

3nf^ra5iit Wadi t % tr ^ ^ntxRnra?# q n nPRi i f%?nT 2(?j) #7 PRm 
11 ( 2 ) 3T^ 4 y<ci vj#n cift nf?iPi(£i f I in^ cf5t ^ ^nn ^ 

f^raef f^- 3 Tni ^ g 5 R 3 f)t ^ ^ JRilvjfHl4 HTj l l q 7 | ^ % 

'HWRgj ^lo. ■gvRnT fii(3w fk) ^ v4M<t>i^ w f^xn? fk^n 1 


^0 ^ w gqt w ^0 JTTO fko ^ ftxtR; 


g? WM # q^'fiey % ^rrar ^ nRtiRd anmr^ 

^rkt ^ if Pl'«r>q1 if vj(ciif?3fl 3l|qid 3lich<^ ^ ftcTR 

f^WRjft if ^<^<3 ^ t I ■'(^f^rfecHi gRr H g) | 1^ | d 

^sn^ # ^ ^ it' ^^ aft^ ^ f I arrara-w ^ 
Rra^DT if 7IF ■qgj arpT dw ^ t I ara: ftggj ii?ra>T^ 

^T arj^wT % fk afidj-s'i ir ’rRn^n Jra^^7 ^ ^n I ?»t% 

^ TPT <?f if nfkc^T ir jrggrT ^rnrero aik ^ 3 ^ arroR g>r ji^ 1 ??% 
g 5 ?T an I 5 ^ araM, jr^- 4 g? (anw arm?# Tig -1 gjt 
krsg5^, Rm WRft, flg^t grarr, rto, g^t^rtr cmr fiRt 
3T8igT RPT, ijyjt Rrkr IR aiRT, gjH flg5t <}5)Hd, gjn g>|gcf gan jnr? 4 ^ 
^ WET if giRi<w ^ ai'ilH'ql^j fTR if ^5Tf wr % i 

uTf^ig5T^ % wrm ^ ^ ir Tfnairttft ?raTr afcr grfSr^ ^ Rrerkn ir 
3 mnT w 3 ngK Tjg q^r ^cwn grgr t i 

fu^T^lRi nT w*K ^ ftgr?; 


ari^rqwr if ■’tm^rar ^ argg^ 6.5 ^ RWf ^ g^wR 

3 T3f%?r t I Rfer anwft g>r g5tgcT-WTg ^ g5kg gm- fe r Rui if ^Rwnr 
t I ?w>r cmr-grRr^ t % g>1w if fiRT?cr anf t 1 


\ 


«... 11. 
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[tlfiyl— 13 r°g 1] __ MRff; <HFHWFW _ 

—---- _____ 

3ii£iiR<t> 5>i ^ ^#<T ^?TRm ^ fen w t i 

^ ^ ^ nsn % ^r jran n5t vTnft ’nrfei nrfe «ira 

arilran^ 5Rr n5t ^ ^ ^ jRtfecT ^ ^ I 

^iil^4>i«t>Ti1 ^ frgr? 

(i) ' ?i«2r fenr t fe ^ nszr ^ ?ra^ 

^,€t. SRT n?f5T MHcbi^l n5t t fe 3fer nn 
anfraferfen11??Tn^%afernn^gifenn>rijnnR%^r 
arew ^ 11 wr ^ nRfep Rtth'il m ^RT-5(i) ^ I 

(ii) Mstchi'Ji ^ anr^ SRT jRgn arferfei n5t 

3m#n?n ^ ?i^ ^r 3nn1% ^jgifr ^ \jiM<t>i^l jRgn n5t t i 
v3*^^ a<i<]ia<r> n5t ^ H^iiqcfl ^ '«i«i fe’? % nr cit 

^ aremr ^fer n? ’t<f)«j>fr i sfi t R ra gfr fe 'dKi^jifenn ^ 

fcnr \jii'i<i>i^l Higtp 't wife 'jm<T>i'<l 'n^^n^fteT % i 

mRi<hi^ gpn ^ 

(i) ^ nn? fejln^ ^ mrt srt jr^ afenfei 

nn wr t ni ferfnn> % iRgn n?? ^ sft sfR ^ >Hijvj|fef> nn?^ 
if ^ fen nnr t I ferfnn? ihn^ nn^ nro feo 

% aiRi i d» !4iw i <t # nn ^ aRfmfei fe^r jRgn ffen 

fegnf ^ % 11 if fen^ fenr w I ^nn annTnn> if 
■H i jvjiP i tb ^ ^ fe^ fenRnrf jr^ n5t f I % 

'HiHM Pi^<n w ffen t Rft apfwfer fe=fn jr^ 
fenr w t I 

(ii) R?t nn? SRT ^ wr if ipr anf 'ff afR srf^ 

mfen ^ fejfer if anm^ n| n^ wff anra^^taRor ^ ^ if 
annranj n5f nn wr t, miR<*)I' 51 if ^nnn ni[fe nn arg^RR 
Rrjn t f^Rfe n^n ^litn ^ wi if T?n an^ iff ^ fejfer 
■?feft n5f% a din feifer ansn? n? ijRin n5f nf ^ I 


2374GI/03-4 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—Sec. 1] 


JTg>clct5'(u| (^qyuiM^ ^ ^ ITFT # ^ 3T?Tf%^ 

^*TcT ^iiPicl t ^ 'SWiqq dl'lcl 3TOTf^ 

t I 

(iii) tigj qirii<j>icr>Til srt snrqkT anfMk f|# sr^ ^ 

^ t, Hlfycpivl MK|5|<h ^ % 21 ^ RJROI gvRiT tl 

3)iqia<}> gRT qcfld ^ '’if sjt cPWteR # ^1131 

# armt ^ ^ ^cttot ^ fe^ir t i ^ 

Plilld* ift €t cfSir ^ i rt|<t> | chgl1 gRT 

5n1i?ra>i^ gRT %[%r srmR qR jr^ 11 

%nfRr TTTOT t 3ik rrt t ^cirar 

3n<R?ra5 ^ t I iiifticjjictj-dj % srraRT tfeir ^ 

snRfT vjHqVi, Jirar, ^ 

3fRIRT cWT '<i'«J1q<S «tncp|<l SPfMtlT ^ ^ IV ^ 

^ I ^i(t|cp|cr>TI^ % cTTORtIT, ijuit ^R 3JRI, g5>T 

^ 3n^ cWT <pl*)a ^ srtjp#, sirarat ^ 

^ '3fli'<ri Rnnr ^ ^ '««iitifl ^H<j>i^i ^ gi^ # %nfracii gg 

^T f^gr ^ I Milycpi^l gJT f^gR % glg^tg gHT 

^ ^ t g? ■gTfrr^Tgjrrf ^ gjpWtf^ ajg^ ^ f|g # # 3fR ^ 

11^ 5^ f^rgg 7(l) ^ 3lj^K RRfSIT uflg I 

g. ’hi*ii-t) Pitilfl q>l«ifl <wi greg Hi(ui>i giidt gi^ ^ «ira 

12. ^T1^ jTRf^rgj Pi6g>gl if jr^ ggr t, HTf 6 i g? i ^ % 

^ if Rfg^ glcl ^ ^ ftgWf gif JRgIgcft ilvjft I 

PlHf^Rdd Pigfdgjf % JR^xR’ STM flf:- 

(i) it €t '^gi iqTRT, 

(ii) it €t 3n^ gggrg gg^, T <s|i | (^ig i 

(iii) it €t ^.df^f^ i g i 

(iv) f^d^^giafr |3ngftg? gso j^g, itg 

(v) gptg 7^ gjg f^O, itg 
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Rntcifed ara ^ t ;- 

3n^ ^ ir ^TRHf ^ ^ ajraR - mkJhM ^5^ ^ 

5.2 ^ 3i^?iR 3n^?=T-^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^nw ^ail^d 

3fk ^ ^fnjpr SRI ^imni 'i^ ansnf^ ^ ^ 
gifllT I iW 31^. 1^ SRR ^ 31^ 5.2 ^ 31^ 
xRi it jR^ ^fnw ^ ^4131 s«iT s?t ^ sif^ SRI s>r 

f^rahoT ^ ^ ft> ^ ^ 3im SR% ^ aflf^ sji ^ratRi ^nw 
^1 fu it 'ft i^tftrai ^ sif^ ^ '«tjR<'> ^ 

ftRi% sft vitMi<M oiRRi ^ jj<?oi<»>H f^si 'SIT ^i^ g*tife^^$rai 

^cIRT Sft £IR<I> cbM^t ftft^I vJOIIqI Sft oi4t ^<9011 ^ vJWwH ^ I 

14. ftp tft €t ^[f^ ^ 

(i) ftf^, ^ 

gsn g^tcl« I 3fl^ q^tSR"! JTRTtt ^radt cTSTStt ^ '«*li<ft'>H 
f?raftl Sftw if 'HHlt» g fftRf 'Rf t I 1^ 'ftseftjft W 

f5n4?i 1^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ’’rt^ ^ 

3RRiraT RRf I S*!^ ^li^ ■4iql?l ^ 4l'(l'i ♦iRd ^ 2 '?'! 'PI ^RR 
3 xpupi 'it^it ^ 'icfe RR ^ ^ ’ 

3ri?iciim 1%Rfti it 12 ipi ipi *** 'ft-^. 4 ipi 'P i^^ "ft 
*♦♦ 'ft.^ R«IT 5 ipi 'pi *** 'ft-^ ?lll**<?i t I ^ 
^WRI Sft RftRR ^ 3iftw Sft WR SRft 

^nnr mte i ^ r ft ^ 1^ R? R*R pftn/^ 'ffite 

TcIRI it 3ra^R>^ I 

(ii) FI Rlf^raRft sft2ipi'PI^12'PI'PI ^ 

^ ^ aiPiRit R? sRifini MieR-tiift ftroRR ^ 

WRi Rif t I RR ^ ^ ^ 
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^ 3T2|tcT 2 TfiT TfiT ^fgJT 3 tjh ^ 

MldiyliiJ) ^ vjIT? I 


- (iii) 5 ^ iTcT ^ g>if 3rra?ijcbtii ^ 11^ ^ ^ 

f^n!rf?r XR sFrt^JT MiciHM ^[5g> pRirar ^ ^ tra? % 3if^ 
^ ^ vjTRTT I ^ pRn? ^ gjT f5pj(^ gifj f^ 
'^•’11 ^ 6*1 ly) y-tgci vjinojiyl g?f ^WTcT ^ ^ \j|TSt 

cWT ^ W ?»TI^ 1%^ ^ fcRf Ujl^ I 


(iv) ^ ^ ^ Pl«la<I>i % ^ ^ 3I*fR 

^i «ilt|cr>i^ % 3?^^ ^?IcRrr ^ iR ^ IK 

’TTK ^ vJeiiji I?r IRdf^I? ^rlKI olPld ^ OTSIR W 
^ ^ ^ffiJI # WliRi Tj^ H Piyi^ui f^jjf ^ I ^j}% 

ftI5I 3fk St^fcf f^URT # ^ ir I^TOI t 3fll 

wr ^ ^ ^ ft IKIj RPJ gR^ 

jn%i5i^ 'HHM ^ n PratiR 15^ ^ ^ ^ ^iisr ^r 
yfc^i^d ^;?i % ar^URRii irt 11 
15. ftftig TRRT f^o gri^ ^ 

(i) 3Rnft ^ $'S|^Ri< 4I # IcfK ^cfRT ^ ftl IRTI # ifll fin 

Isr^tftKT # 1/3 vidJKd t I ^ 131^ ^RTRR gjqft 

5’s1^Ri<)I # ITcT ^ ^ % ?fr IF IK Njf^d iff f f^ IFIKI 
l5t |5f^ RFK I>r iff 3RIIIT uTTir irfflj I 13cIKI iff 

?KK ^ ^ # iff nf ^»|I>Tlf % FF ^v^ iff 

nf^ H dM^Vl fell f iri% IF IfK >3tMld«^ iff f 
if^ TJI’ KW KI# t fuRK^f I|F # isiT 

Klf^ t I FF^F^ ^ gcK-H TR a r w i ftd FUKI 

cHII iff IW IIIIT Kf&II^f l^r lf*K I5Iir t Ilf^ 3K^ 
I^ cRTK yfT% # em f^ UT? I 

(ii) i5tn % Hf unftiK n ^di'di iff %it ht 
t'l 'Hgal K% HI 3IRI jrtn% ^ti^ft inni^ n ^rri fk 

KI^ ■if IJI SIR ■ft tft HI Kltw KTHeK ^ ITR% aTItlftl 




[Hpri—^p»gi] 
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wt I aj? ^ Jhn^^i ^ ^ ^rnSt 

11 w^T fliPSn g»t ^ ^ ^<Hi'«i ^ w 11 

16. 5^3_ga)[n^firaR 

^ f^iild<»>i ^ feciFP ^ w 3Rr uif^4>iR41 SRT medM gjf 
*<l*(<?t '^nr § I ij'Hi oi'iai ^ 1^ m(ia W 'H'di^ 

^ t fyra% ti^, Batn ^ fM ^ ^ ^ ^ I 

)lllt|q>|{l BRI «ira 

17. ^ ^ T Pt F ^ ^ 

i^t^iftrar ^ (^nl^Rsd Pi<rfd<t>i ^ jr^tr ^jit #:- 

(i) iM ^RRT, 

(ii) 3n«^t !ff<wid i^t^tRnir 

(iii) iM 5Riud\ 

i^l^ftrar 'H'<<t>l'( dsn ^ 3Rr 3l l d l d<b1 % Hf dcftR ^ t % 
<4 iRi<pi # ^ df 'Jin<i>iyl iii<ro><>i*i W Sll^lRd sft 3fl7 ^JeRJI ^ 

gdld-Td W iM <iR)dl ^ fll*)I*d ^Rr RrahR d>r 3TOR dcRI SIT I 

jnf^i^ dd ftdR t % yira arm dR^ wruil^dTr if dsndjRid wd ^ 
dt% ^ ^TdsJd ^r ^dldlRT ^ Hl<W>cH Hsm<jtdd l dllddJlt dOftcT 
#ft drfiTf I jnfiTdrr^ ^ ^ ^JeidT ^ tr^tR jtiri pn sr 

afR nRRitp Rrardt ^ ^ w ’ft Ridftraft ^ dpnRi ^rt d>r 

ftsfrRT ddd Rrald* SRT JR^d vj|H<wft ^ atldR d? fftRlT ddT I 5^ 5^7 
MlRl<Wft ^ ^T^ ft I^JftRrail ^RdJRdSR andRIdft dft dcftcf ft ^ 

jju||,jyu| ftdT t I 


18. 





30 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


^ ^ g5r sitcit t I ^ 

^'cTRT % %?!■, ^irar ^jT f^rsfe, vitMW»i ctrcT, cisn 

f|g5t VI|M» I ^ gft sSt I 

!TTf§Rf5r5t ^ ^ vjiH<t>i'?l w T- ga i d # I arf ^ T ^ i ^ % 

^ ■'crm SM vd^if^d w vJtMWd wrar win 

^ t I 3nf^ 'HHi4lv>i’i1 ^ ’ft ii^aTcr 

^ Tit I ^ w 3ftR^?ft7r int (^;^) gji ^ t fft’jhraj ^ 

ft figft t PWr ^®iPT ft> 3rgw siePT-aiH’T ’n^ 
eTFTcir tRft t I JRft^ gft ^ ’ll ifej feft ^ W <T 81 T JRftg> ^ 
’nfel 3ft^ W cTRcT ft> 3?raR W fft^lW ft ^-WfTF *** 
gft i^Tf^ 3 frfRT 1 ^ 1 ^ cTFTcT IR^cf ^ t fftlft fftaft ft ^H*ll 4 lv»IH 
ftg fftj’n TniT t i Piiild* ft j ftfefti w fft^r ’nj ^ ftitft 
ftt IR^cT ^ t I HlfSrasift ft ift ^ -t^lchK ^ I 3Ienr-3r^ 
ftfel^^ ^ fftaft gft’RT ^ ft ifft?T ^ t 

fftaft WTF^ aim ^ ^ ft |f t I g> 20% ft aiRraj 4 tpi ij’i 
ftra^:(^PT^ ^ ’Tmft ft ^TPiRT aim ’ilf t arafti vitM i dd wrt virt 
fftaft, jTfiT'fTd ?f 8 iT wnai ^im snifter 1 1 ft? *** % cimr^? figft ?ft 
^HRP? ^ fftsrtW ^ fftn? ’rai t I 3R: H l Rld> l ft ft R<I^d» ^ 
ft fftcHclcl m? ?ft cfjftR aft fftgft gjftR ^ aim tR aicR- 
aicR ftteit ftJ fcR aicm-atcni -hihm ^ aw fftsrf^ fe?T t I ^ «ra> 
fft?ftrai ?ft 5^ ?cftR aw ft?? ft fft) ftl? ^ ft^ ft ^ ? 5 r 
fft?^^^ lftc| ^ifR IR airaifftd ddlldd ?ft RFRI ?> 3 im ?? 
fft 5 ?T ’rai ft, ft ftftn^o?) ftffti) atfSiPiiiH ?ft qRi 9 ?>(i)(?) ^ 

aig^R >HRM ^ gJT (ftql'tu i ft??! ft I 

19. iM aiaft -iw i d ??#, f-ftftf^R i 

jnfftgiift ^ ?R? ^ ^ ft?? ft jnftft?> fft?p?t ?? mw arrar ft 1 

fft?t?r?i ft ftRftt? (ftPftd ^ ?rr??5ift ?? ft?ci w ft^ jRg? fftsar 

ft I ;siftRftt? aiH?jift ?Pr ?ftt afR ft^ jRg? ?ftf fe?T ft fft?? 
7(2) ?> ?i? aifti^ ft I fft?W ?ft 6.9.2002 ?> ?? SRI ?? ftt 
wnr ftt ?ft 8ft fftj ft jRg? ?ftf ?!? anfmftt? fft# ^ ftt jRg? ^ 1 

jn 1 ft? 5 ift ft ?T?I ft fft) Pl? 1 d* ft aiftrqftt? flRII jr^? ?ftf ?Rft ?? 
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^ ^cTrar t i Pi^ildcb ^ ^3?qT^ cmm slk cfm/?rf^ 

^R3T BSfT fcPT-^ ^rasJt 'JlHcbl^l # ^ ^ I MiBkpI^I ^ t 

% Pm^ci«» % jiRf^ra? Pi*«j>>fl ^ ?K sjsrar ^ 

t 1 f?f jra^Rjnfgra^i^ tcrr t Piii^dct> ^ ^ if 
^ fefT t 1 3Rr: jnf?ra5i^ f^rata^ sri f^nw 7 ( 3 ) ^ 3i^'«r jr^ 

v;tM<W^ ^ 't4)«t>W ^ ^RcTT I Hli^<W^t -HIHIRl ^ ^ 

fiRR 6(8) ^ «If5f ^rafxR viMd^l yfRRJI^ W ftsjqm ^R% ^ 

^1 jnf?R51^ % ??f Pl<)fa<t> ^ if ^'«'{f 'St ^f ’jfcRU '(Mi'tt, 5'^i|Ri<JI ^ 
if v>M<HaT vjlMcti l^ ^ 3JTEIR 'HRM ^ ^ f^ t 1 

20. iff€f 

ml^<t> i ^ ^ ^ HRl^ch Pi««ii'f1 5>r ^fr'>i sjtcit t i if^ 

'M ^R)U ^, gRI JR^cf vj|H<t>|^l lilfldill 31^ qr^t ^ I Pl<4ld«b 

^ uf^lf^ HiyPtcb Piwpql if vjcel'd (^<11 ’’RIT, Si^Rld vjinq^i^l M't^d *1^ 
gff % I 3Rr: jn1?ra5i^ witrt PiufiR ^ if vjhci«) 

ulMd? I^ R^cIRT ^ ?RZr t 1 3R: yil^<t>l^l if Pl<))d«P ^ if 
WTTRT f^rakoT ifo 4t ^f <ifciyi ^eTRf, i^filftRI ^ if «Mci»4 

vjlMdil^l ^ aiRR^^^f^ % I 

21. ^ if 

^ fiRrt^T g^fiR PlElfyui ^ if HkR|<J> Piwp'il ^ ^*R®I t I 
if^ ift ^f ^lelRT ^ wr if f^rata ^jf’TcT ^ Piyk“i Pl«la<T> EiRT 
5R^ u|M<t>l^ ^ SIRR f^RT W % 1 aToR-3tcR *frat ^ 

^eTRf dSJT ^ ‘ ^ Pl^lld ^ VR^cT t I Miltt<*>l^l if 
^ JRgfR if ^ i^ijld fcfsnTftRT t I R‘i)aq> % 

^ | tf>< [ , R%, ^fR, ^fRlH JRR; <.(3><I «i*ia d®lT ^sfoR 3ft7 

JRI^ ^ Rasi if RRR^vR t I Hll^dJl^t if FT ^RRffvRt 
a5f ^ t 1 RR IR ^ ^RR 

PRildR SRT JRgrr ^ 3rgR? airaR tr ^rt rit % I 

% fiTRel^ ^RR a5f I^RlIcf g>fRT RI fiiqf^ ^8RRfRFtf ^ 
RR if W t I 
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22. -^0 ^ tIM ^ W # McT 'iTRcT g>r ^ 

^ ^ amiR q? ^ I ^ ^ 

5r?5^ iTM ^ |3n 11 ^0 ^ ^ 

^ 3TraR qq '«*ii<ri\ji'i q?f 3nf qq> l%^rtci ct5i*)d ^ ansjR q? f^jqr 

qqr t q5tqw q5t % qrer PTqq^ q5t q^iq^r ^ 

Piylyui f^jqr qq i 

23. 31T^ 'ilwm qqdt, §>sl^(^iqi ^ if Piqfd q5tiRf qiqq 

q^ q5t qf fl%qf ^ wi if qqgq uTiqqq^ ^straR qqft^f^qqri 
f^ratqqr % HKftqj Pttqjqt ^ qrq q>rt qc^rR qro q# fjq t I xM 
’JfcniT ^ HNof if v3Hci«< qfRqq^ ^ 3TraR qq qrqrqtqfq qfr sirf xjxp 
1%qt?r iJ^tqq ^ srraR xr %qT qqr ^ qrfe q>tqq q>t xftq^ % qTR 
PlcpicixT qrqq q5t q5tq?r qq f^lErfqxq %qT uIT qi^ I 

24. ^ffq gprqi gxiR^jg ^ if qqqrxq 

yiRxws^ q>r qiqq ^ ^ qr^ if qjqfirqj Pn4)q1 ^ qqqoi f | ^ 

qrqqi^ qx>Riqq ^ f^Rft iff fSpqfqqj % X3% irx^t qf yi^HMof) qq xjofqqr 
XHtR JTf^ q^ feqi t I ^0 ^STIxgafr TcfRT q>D fk), ’^T 

qqrqr f^ XJ^ qfq^ qfer qq xqfq srafe ^ ^fqiq fSrqrtq feqi t, % 

qqqracft ^ at^qqq qnqqq^ jr^ q^ q)?qfq q# I 3 iri 

f^qflqqj qfxfq xRir^ xqqqf gjo fko, flnn 

wq 3ici1^ ^ 4)qiq fjpirtq q^ f gflq xjx^ JRqiqk qq X3qq 

<51 qj % q^ qq # i xq^r qq? anqiqq? ^ xjt^f xjjcrar ^ qqq if 

qrqpq qtxrqpr q5t q#er qq qm t f^Ri^ % ^ ^ qxxqqqit ^ 

qrqRT qq fkjfqq #r q^, mlJlqjl^l q>r 5 q qkR if q»rf yn q^ju i 

q^ fi|cq t <rqlf^ qf xqqq^ Piqqidcfl ^ 3I^<Sq q# t I gx g^^f^ i qij 
f^qfqqjf ^ qqBT if qrqpq xj^ qq f^rafqq ^ qSt ^ STWR 

XR feqj qqr t I ^ ^ %X!ft xft Piqfdch ^ xjot qqxrq^ ^ 3Tqiq if 
yi(ti<i>i<r % 41'I ^ qqq if qrqTxq qq fkrfqxq qxj^qq PfqqMcfl ^ 
f^qq 6(8) ^ srgqiq v)h<?i«m qsqf ^ snqR x^q f i ajq; jnfgiqq^ ^ 
X5Tqqi4f qxJRixsq ^ ftqfqqif ^ fttilRq qiq qsq q^ if ^ ^ 
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3nM ^ g?{aT f fura% gn^<w ft^nr 6(8) ^ arg^iw ^ 

?T8Jtf ^ sjmRW^ vjh<(i 41 wr^ % f^ra)?! ^ wr ^r ^ 

^ I 5nfSra51% % ^ ^ddl4) MUKM ^ # ^traHT ^ 

f^rakoi ^^(idd g>t ctPRT ^ ansiR w t I ^ wr 

Hli^l<*>l^) % IRT JRgg gWKd cIPTcI WT g>r 

13fl7 gsRiT ^ g>^ ^sfpi g>t gR?rf^ 

ddddd ctPTW ^ ^fig4 # ■HiHM ^ g^ ?graT 11 

f^t^tftniT ^ 3pg 1%ghfg>r ^ wr # WTHT ^ ?WT f%g)g g^ 

25. 3RI araggt’lt f^Rrigg^r ^ if sifSjgsi'jf if .^ngRr ^pg gg 
Rgf'(ui gggtggjgt f^gfggr gJf g^ 1^ g^fug ^ ^nsg ^ aimR 'Rf^Rn 
t I '^ddH f^rafg g^fgg gir g?gtgg^ f%gfgg> g5f g5tgg ^ ^ if 
<^d)W 1^ ggi I 

gicg *nf«R 

26. Hi(2ig)i^ if grggM Pignidefl ^ argcngg? 1 if ftf|g arggR 

gi^M f^Rrfg g5fgg gen wg gTf«ig ^ Pigfv» i gir 

annnt ^ gi^ ggg gg aigggiT t I wg giTSig gg %rtgg 
?g Piggidcff ^ arg^-i ^ tfg 6 if ftfig ^ argggg if ftgfg 
g5fgg g5t gigRr ^jcg % gf%g ^ggr g?^ ^gr ggi t i g? ^ggr snw 
^ g# RR gg t^g^ % ftggR^ ggg g>t g5tgg ^ gggg t i vSTgr 
gg> 3Rrg-3Rrg gfgit ^ gng gen g#T g#g ^rri ^ gngng ^jcg gen 
f%gfg g5tgg g>f g^ ^Rgr ^ ggg if ^ i^g> nsrag^ Irt aigg 

gg ggg t, jnfStgg^ % gnew ang?# ^ aiggR aiRg-aRig gfgit gen ^ 
^ ggfte Tjrm g5t ftgfg g^ gsn gngpg ^ if afgg cmg fen tl 
vjj?f ggj fertggif srt ^irf^igi ^ ferfggif ^ gfei if feg-feg gigg 
gifeg ^ gfei if ^ g^fg gg ggg %, gig fe grgng ^]5g g^ rr gg 
t, mfeg^ % nrgg ntf^ gg fertgg gR^ ggg aRFr-aiRg fejfgg? g5f 
fertg gffgg g>r sgig if t I gri^ afigg wn grf^ gg ferfgn 
aiRn-aicni *ilci4/^ ^ fcig aRm-aiopi mgg mfeg gg t^ieifer gR% ^ 
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^ t I ^ C^T ^ ^ckl f^ ^u i ^ 

3ngR % Pinf^R^d nifSn ^ f ^^ui f(%); 



I^IHI^I 

<PT ^ 


1. 


to iJlc!) <if^<ji 


2. 


to iJlc!) gRiu^^ 

54.63 

3. 


^0 4)<51 3ff^ yi<?^Id 

78.91 

4. 


^ 3Rr ft^ifd 

78.91 

5. 


M R4jjd<h 

43.82 


^WT «ffcr ^ amrran 

27. ^ 11 ^r f^HI j'HK oJJ^^ t; 

2iTf^ ^ 

(1) ^ ^ ^TRTRit ^ ^ OTf^f 

f^P^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3TRn?jt ^ ^snPfcT 

cil'wf^cr> ^ t 3TST^ ^ ^cRT ^tcT t WRT 

f^5# ^ wTft?T ^ wren %, 

(2) f^rf^ 5n1^i51 ^1^; ^ ^?frfT ^ 

arf^ ^ 3jk vjigffTT ^ WHT ^r 3n% ^icft ^i>ktf^(t> ^mr 

3lk ^TRTRtr ^ ^fTT^, afk ^T^rpT ^ait ^ ^ 

^ ijmr^ 3fk ^ ^ ^■|ci<t>j tR ^ 3n^id1 ^ mRuh^i 

^ cf5;jfr ^ ^ ^ n 

f^ralt^ Ri<sidi ^ 3^5^ TnfecT 3TRn?ft 3ik ^ ^ ^ ^R^nc*^ct> 

^ j^e^ich^ r 


28. W-iyltTl f^riRt ^ 3Tg^ 11 ^ ^ Pl^kui Tt “^JF 

yici^N ^ fe 
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5# ^ Prakor ^f ^nfer aiFirat g5t iirar twr ^rpt ^ ^ 
?MR ^r ^5t*Rfr w aiRTcfr ^ jmi? cjsjr (^) ^ ^3?n^ ^ 
^?mWr w stPiRtt ^ itkorrift jmr? ^ ^ g^fgqw ^ wftcT #1ti 

^nfer airarat ^ ijrar ^ ^ wr ^ 3^3 vi i B i <t> i ^ irw w 
w ^nfer sirarat ^r ^nni wr ^ sisrt *rRw ^r wirw 

3TeRT ^m?r ^ feRi ^T wi5t t I km 18 ^ ^qkm(2) ^r usn 

vif^Rdd g5kRfr w tnfer an^ ^ jmig ^ ^ ^f krf^ 

^ ftrfR ft? gqj 1TRW ^r mR ^RK g5t ^kR ^ ^T 
Rfer 3Rirat SRT 3rRikra> t sisRr ^ ^ atmit ^ 

JHTR SRISJT wilt f? era; <rl*)cil ^T wk WII STSraT ^Hd ^ ^ ^ 

^raRT t ^ fti 3RWT wilt f? WS tjI ^ | 

29. j'a l ^f^ra i J | UKM d’^chK ^ kr^ 

(i) skkra; Pirai^t ^frisft aiknjcRT ^r dsdt tr ^ wkrar 
^ raifl^ fyn<*> arraR’Rd^tdfr ^ <4)cbK sisrar aR4 1 »K fern ^srar t 1 

wra arakr ^ ^kra drar ir ?^kR #ff ^r ^ t 
5 'hIcix Jrai? dwrara; #Ri diflif eir d dwrara;, uknfl; drar 
ftrar mi t I 

(ii) akr w krak^ dWRra; arar m ara i Rd #Ri raiflir afk ?d# 
?F3rR ^ ditdefr mrafei amfr d5t rr 3fk mra d5t wet 

w dt?ii aikrai #TT raiflir 1 dsnakra rafei airarat ^r kRim t 1 
rakrw^t ^ kirarat ^ ^srra ^ gd^tai #ft difl^i i aimfr ^r akr 
1^ t ^knk; rakiRkt % 3ixkr kira?^ ^r ddkr t 1 

(iii) ' rakradit wra dif jd: diira gk ft; mi sirarat k did asrai 
ddirad dii gadi k ^ 1^ 11 

(iv) akr k mkra wra# w ijedraR #(di diftij 1 aik i <ii i ^ dii 
WdT dlftd ft; dai^kld dlftd aidldt ft wm vJdJIdd, ftfti did! 

dai aid, aift k ^ ft! fta^ fd akr t 1 akr ft ddzki 
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^ wachMui ^ w 3TRr ^ lf 

tl 3rfR ^ ^TiiraT #RTT ?fr 3Hr gsT ^ ^;5?ira5^ ^ 

(v) 4 3jk 3RI URT gjf JIW 

# 3T^?T ^ t, f^SFTtf !^g?I PlHl^Rdd f;- 

(cf^) STTOT 4 1% I 

(^J) ojiMK jrfrR^JRiraj Ti^ ^ gcj 

^ ^ y^cj vieiVl g>r jilrdl^H fif^ ^ I 

(’’O ^Nl'< 'IT ^ JT^^igSrlt ^ ct^44d I 

30. ^gh?cr ^0 BTO f^O ^ 

W ^ ^ ^nf^ra^raT# ‘t’Hpidi ^ fvR^ tWet jnf^raxi^ % 5i% ^ 
f^TErfw f^5<ii gff^ ^ Ryk^l ^r f^ETR 11^ ^4dy1 ^ BroraR gSTT % I 

(*i) Tt« ?^ t?it ^ aioid ^?it ^ sipirt ^ ^nk f^rm 

vjTTET 3IRf^ ^ 41'<l'1 1.67% Tfl v;|q(^ 2000-01 # 0.71% SIT I TTTSI ft, 

girq<T>icf>trt y^cj vseild ^ flmr ^ r# 2000-01 # 38.37% sn, rsrjr 

# 48.63% ?r 'TOT I 5Tr JRRR, W 3TTRRT ^ # 0.96% 

^ 1% 3ik y^c^ d^Vi ^ 1%T# # 10.26% R# |f 13n^-R^ # 
RR ciTTOi# ^ aqror ri^ an^RT ^ r# 2000-01 # 106 sn 

^ 3TRli^ (9 Rft#) 118 ?r 'TOT 3TSraT 158 I ^ jrjr; rrstr 

fir# # 52% # #t R# ffe if 'TRflp TtRir #?fr ^ IT aiTRRT ^ 

ffr# # ^TT^ 0.96% R# 1% if I ^ #?fr ^ RT anq,^ # g# 

g5#t #t ;5T|^ ^ #tirtrt ( ii) ^ jtsnr Rigsr ^ arst ^ sftrR'anRR# # 

'|f^ if #t R# RHi ^ RttJfli I jnfiJRJi# ^ 3i#srr t f#> rf 
RTR fR ^ TTO# # if ffe R5T 'j^cR i d^R R5# | 

(iii) fla# Ri-ai- y^cj, 4 Mk R# 1#R5t rt^ # 17% ^ ari#^ r# 
if I ITT arrarr RT BiitR r# ^ af# Rff gf i 


(iv) ^[TRR- BTOIRR ^ TiREI # af# R5T i j;tfR i R>R Rff fSTT t I 
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(v) gPRlT v}M41<I- g PRlT vSMiil'l ^ ^ ft t I Stef: SnEIR »R 

g>rtafir^ft I 

(vi) ^ vJWKH if f^RraS t 3fR fl# ^irar if 7% ^ ^ ft SRT: 

♦ti<M '<jdl if ^itt tr '«<i»i I '«*iai vsirai t Pi<xt>4 if 

%\ 


(vii) cfglT - tr gjRgj ’g^ ^ifpr ^ ^ af^ ^ ^?rt% I 

(viii) snf^wi^l ^ aptar t % «rf aira aral^ ^ 

^ffPT ^ elTOR^ g5t anxT ^ afR >3^ feRT fJrecft aralM % g57 ^ I 

(ix) oPirt ^ ^ an?- MifSi<t>i^ ^ wiw ^ ^ ^ fen 

fe jrtcRRT a5*r ^ w nnr afR ?RTt nt n5t aim ^ g?n JifcRRT 
nnfe ^fnrar vnw i 

(x) wf ^ ntlci trar t fe M i R ) <t> t ^ ^ ^eiro n>t 

^ feptr ^ fetT Tjg^ ai^iPi<*j'< gjfef ?f8JT vsifer n? ^nR% ^ ^ 
nn feifei fenr t I tRft fcHT ncRT % \ arpR-arem <w i f^<a/ anw 
n5t maiittl n5t fpRT airam ^ c^fes ijpn ^ aif?n? aieR-aran 
'tnfer I 

(xi) gnft ^ fexf effes ^ ^ g^ ^?fm n>t 

aftw fei^ g§fef ^ ^ ir n5t ^ xnfej i 

(xii) - R5t «ra> nSfer g>r ^fer t, H i lB i » i j | ^ 

fWt ^ ntf t n^iffe <iifti«w<»>Ti1aft ^ ^ t fe g?fR ^ ^ arafe 

^ ^Rr artaRRT ^ nSfer niR ft i ^ n>fefr ^ft t ??r n5fer 

nn jRn ntf fen I 
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(xiii) ^^ >iqis ^ xi? ^^rnicgr H4>NlcH<:h 3T ^|^4> 

t I jnf?rgi# % srirsrr t ^ ^ 3 raflr ^ 

jraiF g5T Piyl'iu) ^ 3ik ^cRt ^ ^ mi? % I 

(xiv) ^ gif 3icg(6icb ajiMj ^ I infitgiTlt f^ig? 

^ gj^ I 

(xv) ^ ^igtT # gj[j s# - gi^ gif^ig gsg gsr^ngigg f^nirfg 

g5tgg ^ ^ g#T ^ t ’tffg % fg angig ^ ijjg 

g?itg irt PisrtR'd ggant^it g5t gjigr # aif&gj t i aig: ritg ^ gg 

f%gtg ^ gggor ^sf| 7 T gJr g^rt «# gf I 

(xvi) giiROiic*ig> gRei - gsngji^rg giftg aggi# crsn g i!iig?[^d s# ^ ^ 
gstf gjRgRgg? ggg wifJici g^ fair t I g>RUiidig) ggg gg Pi t rig n i g;^ 
ggg urf^igg^ % apg gggg>r aisrtg gifer aiigig ^ 5^7 gjRgst ^ 

*i<niig>H g^ l^gr t f«ig% Tusi-grar g^ gsfrg g>r ^ 7^ 1 1 

31. ^0 TciiTT gg^ gro f^o, gggfl7 ^ ftgR 

(i) ^r 4 3Rgi^g> f5[%g g5t ggi? gf^ g>it gK^g ggngg# 
^ «if% if 11 

(ii) grlxigggiTit g5t ■gg gjgPigj # 7 f^ aft7 ^eigTgiTi #!T arar^ ■ 

gg' aggr ggpft g5t ^g>i4gi f aft7 gilrig>ig>d1 Tgg ?7r Tig? gft 
^gjit I #71^ ■»etgif%gT girg giite t I gif^gjiginf twt ^trirt 
^gif%gT TJftg ggg?ft ^fcim gg angig g57% t I ?Tr ^ r jg>dm ^ 
giijot g^; gffig g>r 5 # gf t g^tif^ grr gg ^ ggggg 1 ^ 
g?ite ^fciTTi Tigg # ar^ m5r ^ ti^ 11 g i Rig> i g>Til giig aigfir 
^ ^tgg ggrggg^ gfjgg ggi% ggggig 7t I f^gsg^ ?rai Trgf^ ^ 

?if^ g5t gggg grig araflr ^ tw gf^gfeg # I Tg^ 757 ^ fg 
an^srigt % g^ giitg 77 g5tgg Jigig gff ggr I 

(iii) ggggg ^ aigriR angig grar gg^ t I g5tgg gg ggig grar 
^ aigrng ^ t I iftrjgr gig^ ij- f^rfci ggig t I g g i «t>ISid 
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jwra ^51 <ii(Ti(f)i<j>^f SRT smnf ^ ^ % nran 

gjJT g5i fling I 

(iv) '3?^Pr ^ ?rr«T ^r ^ ^ ^ I ^ ^ 

gratlr ^r ftnn ^ nSt ^cftt ^r «glW ^ I 

(v) ^ ftj ggr 1 ^ flTtgg ^ gg^ofr gn w angicfr % 

tl 

(vi) ftgg ^ gg! ^ 4(gig w g5t nWr I^r^r ^ ^ gft t I 

>3atg SRT gij m gggog ft? -gw g^lnn ^ 
gR% gg f^tw ^tgi? ggr t, giwg ^ g# 11 

(vii) ?f 8 iig>f§id g?tgcf g>g gR^ aft? ^satg g5t flg5t g5tgg gjg gR% 
^ ^ giT^ g> i <<» i i^g> w gft 11 

(viii) % gf^ i> 5 ^ Pigld* ^ l^ig>igd 

g>t ftRT^r vw an^ onngr ggr f^ratn^ gfcranrcgg? 

angR giii% gg ggr t I m flggg gif^gwdfejt % 
g^ g>nRT gsg flmg wn gnig f I n? grgi gR^ 
t^TJrfd^ l!Rr flfrrgtiRgg> WTR flOTicft gJT ar^ngoT ftjgr RT ^ t ?fr 
greftg -gnggg? aig fn grer gg gtgi ^ gR ^rgj^ t ^ 
dsngjRrg flt%gmcgg» sngR guRr ^ WR g>tt ?if% g# ^ t I 

(ix) ^s^tg g)t gRdft^ ?if5r gg g^tf mgg ifrcj;? g# 11 

(x) ftfer flTftigg% g^r wrflq w giftg aggrcfr % ??r ang w 

wg^ g5t Rig g5^ gft t)^ ^ «r^rgg?g> 11 

32. ^gjjg ^ f^gR 

(i) s# % ^ g^ '3?fig ^ gr^ gg gRPraj f^gR gR 

i^ ggr t afR gg^ gii gggf% g^ g>t rt t I apg i^g> 





4i) 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part 1—Sec. 1] 


SRT ^ ^ cicM ^ jRgrR if ^refin P i P^f^Rad 
feq 11 

(ii) 3iww<}7i URT ^ ^ ^c?ter iiF t %9fr % ^ arraRT w 

^ 3Rfl?r ^ 1.67% ^ uraf^ ^ ^ 2000-01 

0.71% sn I ^ ^ ^ ^ 1% ^ 

31-Rirat ^ ^ ^ ft t I vIRIT t 

3l|i)!dl cfiT Rlw<?1 cpf if 5TRf ^ ^cHI ^ ^?3I «nil I ^clHI 

^ ^ If^RT ^ 1^ 3IRIRT ^ ^ 3ra% ^ ^ 

g5t ararf^r if ^ g^ft TFt I amiRr aft gfe ^ 

a-RSfiT gft gfe ^ gft gcHT ir ar^raW artiraj t i ananar ^ gft 

w mr RfT % arran? ^ sih % fearr 

I 

(iii) fiigft ^irar % ffe ^ ^ ^r anuRi^ ^ ^ ’tM # 
araR5ei ^ 1^ f^gft RT^r gfe ^ ?rKi Rft hjh it gij 
fcRftw 1^ vfrrft gft ang?RRRfT 11% ^ ^ ^ sr*RJT cwr ywicM 
^Rt ir ^ f^PiHtdi ^ ?rTfii?f ^ w gfe |t I aimidch gft r? 

Rcftcf 17% ^ gfe % srf^ ff §Fm t; 5^ <»>i'<«P 

t> Jifi>ici1ai R?cj R ^ an^ gfRrajR ^ wr if riri I 
Rif^iRRft ir arg^ t ^ Rt spRirait aft ertr if Haft if 

f t ^ geRtaaR a5^ w Hrr I 

(iv) af?t Ra> ^ftcj yiiTR ^ aiwHcb yaaiRR a>r t, inHraRft 
RSR gft Tftw aft ycMiaa if gfe gofarar Rft HHmfarr a^rtai fto 
ilia’ ■ftftR aft aai? ft t I 

(v) c'rrRjraarr awr crarf r^ ^ ana ft ftfti if tftaj yftra Rift ^ 

RT aftifftar ana-aa arar aff a?? t, aia^ ?aft fft 
yaft RRT fft?a-aR aft jflfttHraft yqcfsr t afft y^ aap Pifftiaf 
^[Rarafft ft cnft aar a^ftr ftg suw aaia ftt ffta t I fta^ ftftf ft 
arfftar aaaRff aft aaiF ft tft^ y^fta aftftfttafiaaTRfRftfftaT’?^ 
t fftft aftifftar aagtr arr aft I 


V '. 


■ iipi<iM«fHRItfr 
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(vi) ^ gjif-t^rahw ^ Pi's'll ^ ^r jnfSra^r^ 

^ 3P?% Pic«t>«n cii>wci ^r ^ Rct>i'l f^j^rr 11^ vjeiVi ^ 

3(Kn?fr ^ ef%S ^ 'HlsiT 3 ( 1 'HO Pt^^H f^s)51 STRI ^ ^<HHI 

^5^ Ig ^ ^ 1^ ^5tiRT ^ cfriT Pisjkul g5t ^fr*n Pi(?crt g5t «jt 
^ I cbcflt^l'id ^5jTRr ^ei^St ^r ^ ^ Tfsrant^t gji 

3nPiiid 11 

(vii) ^ dg? ^ ^ 'H | 4<M gcd ^ dJT^dlcR cTZfT 3T?ll^d57 

^ ^ amncRfi d5t Enw d>T ^ t, ^ defter Y’ftidT 

fd^ dft t 3fR?^ dftf d«dqw T?d ^igjft dTEZIdT ift df 

t I MiP l dx i ^ % arra? t ftj ft srxrft ladeTJEr xsndWr ^ srraRdxr 

W^dTl dift 1 

H i R r cfcij\ gRT drtg 

33. ft afft fftfft^ diftr dan jrfft d^ dft Pni^'dR ^rra 

dft;- 

(i) '(idtti ftdft ^ aridid 

ft?fr ■ft ^ 3TTdld dft 1999-2000 ft 10272 dd ftt, 2000-01 
ft 2036.11 dd ftt 3fld dim aidfft (9 dftftf) ft 4406 dd ftt 3mdr 5874 dd 

ftt (d l fftdft^d) dd dfr I ^id^ ft^ft ^ ^dd^ ft?fr % 3 ndTd ft Rm 

3tdfft(dTfftdft^) ^ ftldld fftdd dft dft g^ ft 188% dft ffe gt 1 
ftdff % SUdld ft dim 3Idift ^ fttdld dft 1999-2000 dft geldl ft ^Idd 
fftddd ant 1 tft5^ ^ndidt ft ftd^ ft?it % g'T 3iidi?it ^ ftdft dim 
aidfft ft dddR 96.45% tl dd dld% fftsft dft ft df 20.87% aftd dft 
1999-2000 ft 67.75% dd dt ft I Mliftddft ddSIdl t fft> ^dd^gf ftdfl ft 
nrftd andiftr ft ft^ dd ft ^ ft i 


2374Q1/03-6 
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(ii) gnaR 


TficT ^ It ^ ^ airaicT ^ ^ 2000-01 # 

0 . 71 % aiT yitg aigfSr it i. 67 % ^ w I ^ra?f w gtt ^ gin # 

niPi<t>icbTii Tjain ^ giRR # uira araRr # Pranc n# anf tl 

n? n^ 2000-01 ii 38 . 37 % nn ^ sn nfr gim araRr ^ 4 hnn nsnR 
A 8 . 63 % ^ nm I 5>RntniiaF!r^%^cr^ arrarai nn nratr? 
f^'wn yitir araRr ^ y<;<j»< o.06% #t nm graft? n? g'f 2000-01 ii 

2 . 71 % «Ji I ^rair mcf gii ^mn ntn ii niM araRr ^ ^ g^ gii 

fRnr ir g>ra 5 t ^ |f t l^rair^%nift?rangT^fr^gTgrRfl#ii ^ 
nin ^ grgtRf^ ii ft ffe g? g?rt 5 n t ft? ^tg?r M % gi^gftg? ^ ii 
ggr ^ gii nig, ^ ^ |f t I 


jnRrg?T^i ^ gj^rar t ft> gain g5i grnnr, gmran nar gnrar gnnin 




«ngi* 


gnrar gnftn 

1999-2000 

100 

100 

76.48% 

2000-01 

151 

156 

79.09% 


167 

171 

78.43% 

2001 




grin araRr 

223 

228 

78.43% 



3tig?t 


jnRra?r& nng^ t ft? gain g5i ggirgn langr nai gi^ftg? ggngn 
^ ^ ft t I ft?g gng-at^ ii |t angr ^ ag^ ii angi gn gin ii 
grin-araRr ^ ^finn ftnn g^ g>i |[cinT ii o.6e% g>t nr^ ftrarag anf 11 


(iv) nrai: 
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gsftn g5t fta>t ^irar ^ ^ 2000-01 ^ *** ^ ^ 

srallr *** ^ M I 5^ ^ 2000-01 ^ dwi 17% ^ ^ 
uRdfe t a % 1 fta?t w 4 it u? ife ^ upm^ 

15 ^ ^ ttxH’W’W t I 3Rr: fta^t ^ ^ir ^ 

<{<)>HN gJRtP ^ dg'^IHI \ai '«<pai 1 

(v) *nci^ 

2001 4 2001 ^ ^prra ^ ^ ^cHF ^ g^ vjeiVi ^ 

^nR ^ 14% 4?f ^ 1 'jf?! ?ra> 3iioia«*> 4?f 5^ ^^tcf ^ "tidg % 

^Ticf ^ ^flr ^ tr '«<»>^ ^ g^j 1%a>t ^ 17% g?t g 

trtt #7 «Rgi dMnl g gg^ 0.66% ^ ggi, Hil^<t>i^ 4^ onrar % % g^ 
gtftn 4?f «prai ^ sratSr ^ 4lgg 100 % 4?^ i67('q.4\<?«^ tr ^t I 
vidJigg 4t 100 % 4<wj^ 171 tt w I 3ngRra> g?t 

H i ^gg r ^ gtt % 1 w ^ ^ gft it «nrai ^ '*»««’«« 3iRlg> 

mgr 45t IcRT ^nteRPlT ^ 1%g5t ^ O’lX"! ^ % I 

(vi) ^iuPiR 

g^ g^fnr ^ ^^RPiR ^ w g>it inng gtf w % l 

(vii) 

^nr <bi^ ^ *1^4'^ vjiiVi 3>t wg^it 5wi^ gtf w % 1 

(viii) «ii4H<Tn 

jnfiRsi^ ^ t ^ giig-araft ^ 4lgg ^ 

^ 11 


(ix) filrfNg c»)*jd 
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^ T5t t afk TRT Tifer srrarat ^ qR m i H'M'W wi5t 

^ t I 





ggan^ 

*** 

*** 





***(+ ggg.) 

***(+R^.) 


(x) g;^«w ^t*ra 

TitRcit mfer 3)l<(idl ^ SWTT ^ ^ 'J'HI vjiwl >{1*15)1 ulldl ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ infer 3rrarat srt '•trw ^r mtr ^?n?n5t 

T^fer n5t gel'll d<t) ^fe4fer n^fer ^ % sismi 

arrafe ^ Jrnrn aRrm n^feff ir gnn^t 5 ^ tra> ife an vjfnfift | 

% ^ 1 ^ n5t sflrm ann geRT 3nni# ^ effes ije?it % 

^ 13)k inm fe n^fer nrin^t nfe# n5t nt 1 arrarat % ui^r 

iR 3 Tfep ggiq/Tfe gjf ^ (Wife g^ udiFn 4 infer ai r n i di 
^ nen fef>t g>fer ^r ^ ^rg51 1 



4tg 


gfem fegg f|g5t ang 

♦ ** 




*** 

g5cifeiid % 

***(+ Rgg.) 

' ***(+m>\.) 


g^[ ^ fen wn g^aft g51 arirfegR g5fer gg feiW gr^ 

^rgg mfenr^t ^ nrg^ nici g5t girgftgr yongg engg gg nfer fegr 
g^j; g?frg ^ fen arg^R lagngg Rigg gg fefeig ^ fenjij 
gigg^t^R ggfeg Rgg grg^ gan grr gr^ grR g51 gRdftgr g5fer grt 
^nfer fe^n Rmgr fenig^l Rgg Rig aigfe ^ ^feg gg^ grR ^ 

^ g5t gf aJt I 5ife gifeg g5i gurgr ^ ngfegraj Rig argfe ^ fen 
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iHK'MHHId 3J?l1^ g5tTO g5t gcRT STraif^ W ^ ^ % 

^ Tif t I 

«# ^ ^tro <r 

34. 'dM'HcW ^ 3rraR XR gff|7r gJr f^flFT 8#- 

‘T’lw'i ^ ^r SRT Pinf^Rad ^ #- 

i) ^iwir ^ % ^rair ^ ^ 3rniRit ^f ^ ^ risn ^ ^r ^rair ^ ^ 

ii) ^ ^ infer arrai# ^ ^fstr ^r ^ |t 11 

iii) gjt fer5t n5fer ^r yrra araitr ^ 2000-01 ^ 

^ ffe I fe^ w infer 3rroi^ g5t ^ % atfrf^ n5fer 

(il^antft) % nm ^ iR ^ 1 

iv) 'iti'i ‘1 ^ infer sn^iiai nr^l'tffer n5fer ^ nftuiH'M'W srf^ 

11 

v) ti^ g5fer ^ir? ^ *t>d«'W ^gnft n^ 1 % aripft 

f%a5t ^ ^r^ ^nfe feif nir ij4t n? ^fer 3n^ fer 

^ 5ntfe infer ararnt ^ ^ g^ g^jtn gft fefr 

n?fer ^r ?f5r ife ant 

vi) g5t fe5t nr^ ^r ^ arafe ^ ^ it t I ^ 

^ 13 ^ g5t 'dtUKH annr # ^ ^ tbd'W'W fsn t 1 fe§t ^r ^ ^ 
inoT Pi«ij44 ^f ^Err? g5t % irtf it l 

vii) fejfe; 2001 ^ 3i?r nrt, 2001 ^ ^mii?r nt g5t i;?tirT it w 

^ir^ltti 


viii) ^ ^ritr ^ iR ^ jmr? ^ irsr 1 1 
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ix) ^ ^ 5r*nT ^ t I 

x) HiRi<t>i^l ^ t % gfftn ^ ^ afit gg ’HcilR i tb 

g«iT g>r ^rt # I % 

w ^ 3irara ^ si^KRnrT gR ^ mRuirM'^ g^ 

g:tiR ^ 3ni% vjwk 1 ^ g1^ ggr gif ft^r ^ra5t t i 

5^ gjRwr Pt^ tR ang Jin<T ft I ’cim ^3€fR 
^ f^r^ wi?t grar ^f irar t afig ^3Efpr gRT ^ ^ 1%^ XR JOR 
gR aiR % gtiR a>r ?if% |t gRciRid irar 11 

xi) '1^4'^ anl^ g5Rg> ggift ?igT 5^ gfeqt % w giftg 

t g^ g?iR gi^g ^ gjRR afit || i I 

35. xjiff gg> tr gifer airai# ^ jmra gg t, mUra i i ^ 

% gifer angrat ^ jrnig g5f grig grggM Rgg i gdi ^ aiggg-II ^ 

(v) ^ aiggR 11 

jnfegn^ gg f^xifg t g^ g?itg ^ giRt gg gg|R)<t> g>Ror 

gg^ ^ % gifer angrat ^ MRuiiM'W'hM g>^l#ng g5tgg ggr ft ' iftxid 
g^fgg f l gg^^ % gg^r w ^ angicff ^ artgragi gjg xjjg 

^ mRuir-m-wi gtlR aR% ggg^ ^ tjg gglRid g>^ 

SIR gif gRggjT i i gf^otpRggg ^ Rt^ xRgfg it gi^ ang 
Jira |i t I g#e igrg is^ ^f gg 1%^ gpnit aiR|g> f ajk 
SRT ^ XR mxg gjg ang ^ 'pggj'W gatg g^ |i ?rt% 
xrRcifim iitft t l gg^w g5t ntg if g^ gif ant i gf^ ?gg>t ggng 
it t affg igf^ gfg gg gjg iigr afif gg xjgjgrg gggg gif ir 
^raRT t I jnRtgg^ gg xff ^ gjgn t % g^ gsjfg ftgganrff gjg xjg 
nfrtgi^ xf t affg g^ ggngg>f ^f ii% gi^ if|gjfP i <i)g nRgjg aragr 
nRrw^f iRr gicff ?iRr gg gggn gif it ggRr I gtftn ii% gicff ft?if 
xff jftsfrRrgffg ftggg arggr ^ g>tt g>Rgx gif xngr ggr fvig% g^ 
gtftg g^ eiRr |t tf I’^xigst gsgf ^ angR xr gg xggr ggr i %’ ang 
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^ ^ w ^ 3ITOT5I ^-sraUr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ f I 3RI: jnf&gji^ ^ Pi«*t>ii ^ >3sfpi g>r ^ a% t 

^3^ra5T ^ ^ ^ ^nfei sTraitf 11 

BRT ftfife Mlf^4)l^, 'jflHIiJjc* cWI iJHajR^Mt *4t!<H ^ 

^ ^ ftrara«> 

36. 4^ #?€t ''cim ^ JiTO f^, g^Tcfk cwr 3PT anuRra^r ^ 

tf3n|im>^StTTTiTj ^ i^r^tflraT ^ ^ ^ airai# ^ ^r PiR®c 
niRi<t5i^, ^fiT^c^ jnfSra^ cwr ^ ^T>Tsr ^ 

f5[^ ^ ^ g?r ^ararar i ml^rasr^ ’tr^ ^r itR^ra? Pit*'if ^ ^ 
22-24 ^r ^ ■nf ^ ^ ^*Roi 45^ 13ik 3m% ci5t gfe ^vrit 11 

'4|K^ g?fpT ^ fel 

37. me^M ^[cg^r ^ 'HHMd: ^ ^ ^5^ t 

fyHfl^ ^3?fR gtr fflf^ ^ t 3ft7 ^TR^ fTv?R ^T W ^ 

jrfcTPTHrt ^ t, ^ ^ ^ WRRI ficl ir t I 

38., Ulf^4>l^ HM?1 ^ ■HiC'i'Jl'il ^c<P cf*n% ^. <14^ q'tg ^ 'SM<j'|*i ^ 
WlP^r ^ ^ JRTf^ ^ t 3ft7 mRuIR'M'W 

Nd^|<j gjt ^dHlt*l«b jrfcRdBrtRg^ tR jnTR ^ 'fl<J>dl # I cIBUft, HiC'i'JlJ^ 
\jm41 ^ ’itWr ^t5ir ^r 'Sl^cf jiRrpraT ^r aRpft i Rn^la, 

Mldd'Jl'it dMI<i1 ^ RTT^ RCT SRT JIM RJf at^Ria <HW '«*1l'd 
#r, JSifR gji ?RT ■^0^ afR jmr ^ ^ vjwlddiait ^ 
intltf) vlMcH^t if Pl^'^1 I yiRldJI^l ^ 1 

med-M JjtiRfr gtr rpj ^ jfi^ ^ ^ ^ gr^ angig ’ft jmr 
gR gif ^ aft? jjq’ftggraft ^ 1^ gft dud^idi g? gfti 

3RR di M^dl I 

JS. 

39 . jii(Sig> i ^ ^;^gg g^ f^xiR gRft ^ gggrg Rng>^ g? H§-qai t 
fe- 
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(i) 2 ^ 12 (^pff ^nftcT) ^ 

^TSJT ^FT (?^ XeIRT ^ 

TrxjTR^, #dtPra> ararar aafrunff ^ airafiRT 'ri^ji i Rid 

?nftcr t, giT ^ ^ ^;e?r xi? qRfr g>r fxTxrfw 

xrari 

(ii) xsifm gjt 11 

(iii) ^I'Wf^cp ?if% ^ % xjjf^ amirat eEM TTcnft aimR xi^ 11 

40, ^?1T 3(lq?<lct> XilTctT t % Xftg^ J?TcT ^ 3mn?fr xrr 

mc'i'^yl' ^c<f> ePirar XJITXT I dq^fiK, yi(£|d>i^) 2 xpripT % 12 xpT ipr ^ 
^ (^ xtrart ?llfl|d) CT8IT ^XT g^f 

wl'94><) XFcife XcIRT (^dd xr^fg^ ^efRT, ^\j||c|<£ 1, 3fteitP|ct> sjsjgr 

aildldiR^ jratxjpfr ^ arraf^Rr ^?iil?id xctm ?nft?r xi^ t, ^ airaRT 

X1T ^icdyltH cFTT^ g5t Rin^iR^i f I 

41. RTx?5iR?r g5^ ^ Rrohi fcPiT xiiraT t fl) xn^ ^ g^ig^ 

TrRr ^ michM arajgr gsxr, cPiit xjitxt, ^ 

nRuiiddiw dtiVi gjf ^ gr^ srfcr ^HUd ^ xgjxjxft 3TRiRfr g5t 
<^1^ g5t gefXfT X5rm aigl^ ^ PiylRd aRc| ytjVi g5t aifiRig^ 
‘X^*ld % ^ XT^ I dq^dN, ^ y'kiiq t 2 XJXJtjtt ir 12 Xjxf Tjg ggj g¥t 
xfigif (ctrxfr xfigrf griRfcx) ^ gaji 'jxftg g?r 

xk iIc q xnrr Ri'dA M^q^ll xgn^ •jfivjin^I, aMit^ amgr an^xfrfeg 
q^fixgxfr ^ aim Rid d^iiRld xgim gtiRier xi^ t, xjfr ^eg^ M ^ ^ 

qq ^ amr g?t ^ Rrglfcid ^ aik ftkr tRxp ^sRiRraw g^ 

arg^ ^ gMg> 70.05 ^ ^ fegr xm xj;? R rf^d g i edM 
fen xgrxT I ciiddM ^ifg> gft ^ gg ^ofeg xft^ ^ xt| 
'qRX’fr q>idd 9 ^r arxRfet ^raR qfcT xft.gg ^r fegr xjgr f- 


IS -fp 
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5 


2 ' i * i '<*1 % 12 
IJR IJR d>t ^ 

?n^) g>rt 

^ d2TT 3Rr 

tiRR (^ tiT 

f^SRT^r 

R^ra?ff 

'Hvi||c|<51, 

afr^tf^r^ aisjdT 
afitJl^if^cj 
jRfr^ ^ 
aimf^rd 

^t^nfSjd ■»oTW 



-V f rv g\ 
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5{||Pld 




5 

70.05 

TcIRT 






81.21 . 



6 

70,05 

Wie 






‘72.27? 




42. OTTRT gJT ^ clf JJeyicfisi ^ ^ ^ 

l^'Hchl ^ ^c3f> 3(f^lPiflH 1962 ^ tftqj 3lfS|Pl<J*< 

gft ?IM 3, 3^5, 8^, 9 gSTT 9g> ^ W eRPT ^ ^ ^ 

Tnft ^ 3T5^ WW I 

43. ^7^ ^ 3R3i5lfk jnfSRPi^ 3n% 20 2002 ^ 

'Sim mRuiw 1 gft 5 !^ t I 

44. 5^3 3n^ ^ R'<>s 3nft?f \J81 k ^[5^ ijg 

(Pi<j^ui) 3rMt^ -ijMiI?)cb';ui 4 arf^rf^Rnr ^ ^ ^ 

t I 

T^?!. ^. -giteRt 

MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIF^ECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 22nd August, 2003 

Final Findings 

Subject: Anti-Dumping investigation concerning import of Float Glass originating in or 
exported from People’s Republic of China and Indonesia. 

No. 14/19/2002-DGAD.-^ Having regard to the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as 
amended in 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and 
Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of 
Injury) Rules, 1995, thereof. 

A. PROCEDURE: 

2. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigations:- 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a written petition from All India Flat Glass Manufacturers’ 
Association (AIFGMA), New Delhi on behalf of the domestic Industry, alleging 
dumping of Float Glass (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in 
and exported from People’s Republic of China and Indonesia (hereinafter 
referred to as subject countries): 
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(ii) The following producers of Float Glass in India and members of the 
AIFGMA (hereinafter referred to as the petitioners) have specifically consented to 
participate in the anti-dumping investigations: 

(a) M/s. Saint Gobain Glass India Ltd., Kanchipuram. Tamil Nadu. 

(b) M/s. Float Glass India Ltd., Mumbai. 

Another domestic producer, viz., M/s. Gujarat Guardian Ltd., Dist. 
Bharuch, Gujarat has supported the petition. 

(iii) The Authority notified the Embassies of Peoples’ Republic of China and 
Indonesia in India about the receipt of dumping application made by the 
petitioners before proceeding to initiate the investigation In accordance with sub¬ 
rule (5) of Rule 5 supra; 

(iv) The Authority issued a Public Notice dated 5**^ July 2002 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping proceedings concerning 
imports of Float Glass covered under Chapter heading/subheading 70.05 of 
Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act; 

(v) The Authority forwarded copy of the said public notice to the known 
exporters, importers and to the complainants and gave them an opportunity to 
make their views known in writing; 

(vi) According to sub-rule (3) of Rule 6 supra, the Authority provided a copy of 
the petition to all the known exporters and Embassies of subject countries in 
India; 

vii) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise and Customs (CBEC) to 
arrange details of imports of subject goods; 

viii) The Authority provided copies of the non-confidential version of the Petition 
to the known exporters and the Embassies of the subject countries in 
accordance with Rule 6(3) supra; 

lx) The Embassies of the subject countries were informed about the initiation of 
the investigation in accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request to advise the 
exporters/producers from their country to respond to the questionnaire within the 
prescribed time. A copy of the letter, petition and questionnaire sent to the 
exporters was also sent to them; 

x) A questionnaire was sent to the known importers/users (as per details In the 
preliminary findings) of subject goods in India calling for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4); 

th 

(xi) The Authority notified preliminary findings vide notification dated 20 
November, 2002 and requested the interested parties to make their views known 
in writing within forty days from the date of its publication; 
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(xii) The Authority also forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to the 
Embassies of subject countries in India with a request that the exporters/ 
producers of subject goods and other interested parties may be advised to 
furnish their views on the preliminary findings in the time frame as stipulated 
above; 

(xiii) The Authority forwarded a copy of the preliminary findings to ail the known 
exporters (whose details were made available by the Petitioner) other exporters 
who responded to the initiation notification, importers in India and they were 
requested to furnish their views, if any, on the preliminary findings within forty 
days from the date of the letter; 

(xiv) The Authority provided an opportunity to the interested parties to present 
their views orally in a public hearing held on 19*^ February, 2003. All parties 
presenting views were requested to file written submissions of their views 
expressed. The parties were advised to collect copies of the views expressed by 
the opposing parties and off®r rebuttals, if any; 

(xv) The Authority made available to all interested parties the public file 
containing non-confidential version of evidence submitted by various interested 
parties for inspection, upon request as per ftule 6(7); 

(xvi) Arguments made by the interested parties before announcing the 
preliminary findings, which have been brought out in the preliminary findings 
notified have not been repeated herein for sake of brevity. However, the 
arguments raised by the interested parties subsequently have been appropriately 
dealt in the disclosure statement and these findings; 

(xvii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to knowri interested parties on 25*^ 
June, 2003 vide a disclosure statement and comments received on the same 
have als?5 been duly considered in these findings; 

(xviii) Cost investigalions including spot verification (as deemed necessary) of 
the domestic industry were also conducted to work out optimum cost of 
production and cost to make and sell the subject goods in India on the basis of 
Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) and the information furnished 
by the Petitioner. 

Si 

(xix) The Authority conducted on the spot verification of information furnished 
by the exporter M/s PT Mulia Glass, Indonesia. 

(xx) *** ih this notification represents information furnished by the interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by the Authority under the Rules; 

(xxi) The inve^g^^ion cov^d the period^from April, 2001 to 31®* 
December. 2001. 

(xxii) Copies of the Initiation Notice and Preliminary Findings. vvere also sent to 
FICCl, CM, ASSOCHAM etc. for wider circulation. 
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B. VIEWS OF PETITIONERS, EXPORTERS, IMPORTERS AND OTHER 
INTERESTED PARTIES AND EXAMINATION BY AUTHORITY. 

3. The views expressed by various interested parties have been discussed in 
the preliminary findings and also in the disclosure statement. The views which 
have not been discussed earlier in the preliminary findings and disclosure 
statement and those now raised in response to the disclosure statement are 
discussed in the relevant paragraphs herein below to the extent these are 
relevant as per rules and have a bearing upon the case. The arguments raised 
by the interested parties have been examined, considered and, wherever 
appropriate, dealt in the relevant paragraphs herein below. 

4. At the Preliminary Findings stage responses had been received from the 
following: 

Exporters : - 

(i) PI Muiia Glass, Indonesia. 

(ii) PI Abdi Rakyat Bakti, Indonesia. 

(iii) PT Tensindo, Indonesia. 

(iv) M/s Qinhuangdao Huazhou Glass Co. Ltd., China 

(v) M/^ Nanning Float Glass Co. Ltd., China 

Importers 

(I) M/s. Monika Exim International Ltd., Pune. 

(ii) M/s. Liberty Glass Hoim, Mumbai. 

(iii) M/s. Impact Safety Gta^ Works Pvt. Ltd., Bangalore 

(iv) M/s. Mahaveer Mirror Industries 

(v) M/s. T.L.Verma & company (P) Ltd. 

(vi) M/s Samarth industries, Mumbai 

(vii) M/s Rajvi Enterprise, Mumbai 

(viii) M/s Chinoy Chablani & Company, Calcutta 

The submissions made by various interested parties had been dealt with In the 
preliminary findings and these are not being repeated here for the sake of 
brevity. 

Views expressed by M/s Motilks Exim international Ltd., Pune and M/s 
Navakar impex Pvt Ltd., Chennai in response to Disclosures: 

5. It has been argue^ that the Disclosures issued by the Authority are 
defid^ as under 



THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I] 


Initiation ; The application for initiation was without a letter from the petitioners 
and suppoirters. 

Procedure ; Many of the interested parties were not sent the copy of initiation 
notification dated 5.7.2002 and their names were not disclosed in the list. Even 
the foreign exporters like PT Tensindo and PT Abdi Rakyat Bakti were not sent 
the copy of the preliminary findings and were not informed about the public 
hearing held on 19.2.2003. 

Non-Discluisure of Civil Appeal : The fact of pending court cases / interim orders 
of Hon'ble High Court have not been mentioned in the Disclosures. 

Period of Investigation : It was essential to segregate the reflective glass imports 
from Float Glass before initiating the investigation. Initiation was done in July, 
2002, i.e. seven months after the last date of POI. 

Product under Consideration and Like Article : It is not disclosed as to why 
production quantity of item sheet glass is not considered as Like Article. If 
production of sheet glass is considered, the petitioners would not fall under the 
definition of domestic Industry. 

Margin of Dumping : 

(a) The Designated Authority has not disclosed the reasoning for taking the 
Normal Value as constructed cost of manufacturing for domestic 
petitioners instead of the Normal Value of PT Mulia in the case of the 
Chinese manufacturers. The Authority should consider the Normal Value 
as that of PT Mulia instead of highly inflated cost of manufacture of the 
domestic petitioners. 

(b) In the absence of response from Chinese manufacturer, the Authority has 
not disclosed how the proof of export price from China has been 
calculated to achieve the dumping margin. 

(c) The Authority has failed to disclose its reasoning for calculating the 
Nonnal Value, export price and margin of dumping on weighted average 
basis. 

(d) The Normal Value provided by PT Mulia has been upheld for other 
Indonesian suppliers. The export price for the three manufacturers is alike 
specially for the 4mm and 5mm clear float glass. The Designated 
Authorify has not disclosed the flawed calculations. As the Normal Value 
and export price are same for the three manufacturers, how dumping 
margin of PT Tensindo and PT Abdi can be higher when compared with 
PT Mulia. 
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Assessment of Injury ; 

• Imports from subject countries; The annualized import figures, which have 
not been disclosed, have been used to suggest the increase in volume of 
imports from the subject countries when actual figures should have been 
available. Actual or even annualized import data reiied upon has not been 
disciosed. There has been drastic reduction in the total quantity of 
imports when compared to the year 99*2000. During the year 99-2000, 
the imports have said to be 10272 tones whereas during the.POl it has 
failen to 4406 MT and annualized to 5874.67 MT. 

It can also be seen from the table 4.1 of the application that the import 
from the subject countries in comparison to the demand in the country, 
imports gave drastically reduced from 9.15% in 99-2000 to 1.71 in 2000- 
01 and 3.32 % during the POI though there have been drastic increase in 
the total demand of the country from 100 to 118.18 

• Market share: The petitioners appear to have presented only annualized 
figures of sales volume of subject goods during POI when actual figures 
were available at the time of submitting the application. The annualized 
sales volume figures relied upon by the Designated Authority have not 
been disclosed. 

it has not been disclosed as to how the demand for the subject goods in 
relation to the demand in the country has increased. As a matter of fact it 
has been disclosed that the said demand in comparison the domestic 
industry has decreased. 

The market demand data for subject goods, which is by nature non- 
confidential, has not been disciosed. The Designated Authority in 
evaluation injury parameters has used this data. 

• Production of Domestic Industry: The installed capacity of the petitioners 
for the subject goods has not been disclosed. The information regarding 

I installed capacity is significant to evaluate and examine level of 
’ investments and operations and return on capital claimed and adopted by 
domestic industry. 

Optimum and not any actual level of capacity utilization in terms and 
actual figures for the domestic industry has not been disclosed. 

The DA has noted that there has been an increase in capacity of 
production and due to the increase only a marginal decrease of 0.66% in 
capacity utilization has occurred. The DA has failed to show how an injury 
can be claimed on this. As a rtiatter of fact the DA has not disclosed a 
better performance on account. 
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The DA has also not disclosed that the supporting company M/S Gujart 
Guardian has been running at almost 110% capacity during the POL 

The market share of the domestic industry has been consecutively 
increasing and when it is clearly accepted by the domestic industry that 
there has been increase in the market share there is no reason that 
imports would cause any injury and therefore, no injury is caused or 
proved due to the imports. The capacity utilization near to 80% is 
generally treated as optimum worldwide and fall of meager percentage of 
0.66 in the capacity utilization may be due to the increase in the new 
capacities. 

Sales Volume: The alleged normative basis of working out fair selling 
price has not been disclosed. It is not shown as to how injury to the 
domestic industry on account of some unexplained “other factors" is 
nullified. What are these “other factors” has also not been disclosed. 

It is pertinent to note that how the ADA is satined to accept the 
contention of the domestic industry that the increase in the market share 
of the domestic industry has to be viewed in the context of the addition of 
the new capacity in the country, if such is the case, that market share 
increases with the set up of new capacities, why should there be fear of 
imports because the addition of Import is like addition of new capacity as 
the market is big enough to consume the increased capacities. 

• Inventory: The DA has not disclosed the reasoning for comparing 
inventory levels with that of at the end of December, 2001 in comparison 
to the previous year closing on March, 2001. The Inventory levels can 
only be compared with year end to year end or December 2001 to 
December 2000 to come to a correct level of comparison. 

t Employment; The DA has not disclosed that there is no Injury on these 
grounds. 

• Wages: The DA has not disclosed that there is no Injury on these 
grounds. 

f Profitability: The DA has not disclosed that the Profits made by the 
domestic industry have been the highest during the POI when compared 
to the previous entire history of the domestic industry. Also, not disclosed 
is that the company m/s §int Gobain, petitioner, is a new company and 
has shown much better results when compared with their projections In 
their project reports. Also not disclosed is that the supporter Qi||arat 
Guardian Ltd, Has made a profit of around Rs. 50 Crores during the POL 
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• Price under selling: Optimum and not any actual cost of production for 
producing subject goods have not been disclosed. It has not been shown 
as to how fair selling price or non>in]urious price, which is stated, to be 
due to the domestic industry has been worked out and what are the costs 
involv^ therein and the underlying assumptions. The difference between 
the fair selling or non injurious price whose method of computation, cost 
involved, basis and assumptions have not been disclosed and the landed 
value of the imports is in fact the actual imposition of provisional anti 
dumping duty and therefore the entire basis and working of am’ving at the 
fair selling or non injurious price was required to be disclosed. 

• Price under cutting: The DA has not disclosed that the domestic industry 
Increased the selling price of their product during the POI by at least 66% 
when compared to the previous AY. In the presence of the above how can 
any price underselling or injury due to this be claimed? If price 
undercutting was there, then increase in selling price would not have been 
possible. The ADA has not disclosed “other factors” that are said to have 
resulted in the sale price improvement of the domestic industry and the 
extent to v^ich the sale price increase was accounted for by increase In 
raw material price. 

• Returns on Investment: The DA has not disclosed that in view of the 
increased capacity in the preceding year a fair ROI was not possible for 
any of the manufacturers. In spite this all have shown a better ROI during 
the POI. The authority has not disclosed what a affair ROI is expected by 
the petitioners. The supporting company has earned a profit after tax and 
depreciation of over 10% of their investments during POI. The fair and not 
any actual return on investments to which the domestic industry is stated 
to be entitled to has not been disclosed by the ADA in the disclosure 
statement. What is the fair level of investment on which fair returns have 
been calculated and assumed has not been disclosed. 

The analysis of financial information if provided by the domestic industry 
and the results of verification done by the authority to examine the impact 

of imports on domestic industry’s Return on Capital employed has not 
been disclosed. 

What is the methodology adopted in this analysis has not been shows or 
explained. The price-undercutting table does not disclose any figure, 
which should have been disclosed to arrive at the exact price undercutting 
if any. The price undercutting was not due to the imports but due to the 
competition among the domestic manufacturers wherein the float glass 

industry has planned to wipe out the sheet glass industry in phased 
manner. 
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• Actual and Potential negative effects on cash flow: There Is no analysis 
disclosed or discussed of the designated authority on the aspect that 
negative cash flow of the petitioners was a function of several other 
factors, which too have not been disclosed. 

• Growlh: The DA has not disclosed of the additional investments made by 
the supporting company. 

• Causal Link: 

It has been time and again been brought to the notice of the DA, that not 
only must the DA study, the alleged dumping, it must aiso study the effect 
of dumping to the domestic industry and any injury thereof. And aiso the 
DA must verify that the injury being caused to the domestic industry is by 
the effects of dumping only and that there is a clear causal link between 
the tv/o. And if any other factors are causing thainjury, this must not be 
attributed to dumping. 

In the present case, there is no injury to the domestic industry on account 
of alleged dumping. This is very much clear from the balance sheets of all, 
the petitioners as well as the supporters. If any injury were observed, the 
balance sheets would have shown a negative performance rather that a 
positive when compared with the immediate preceding three years as is in 
the Ccise of the present investigation. The DA has not disclosed this. 

The rules clearly specify, if any restrictive trade practices between 
domestic and local producers exist, the injury caused by this must not be 
attributed to dumping. The DA has time again pointed out to the ruling of 
the Supreme Court, which has only shown that the both the MRTPC and 
the ADD have separate jurisdictions to cover this matter. The case at the 
MRTPC Is still pending on account of injury being caused to the domestic 
producers on count of Restrictive trade practice. IF injury by supply of low 
priced goods due to the petitioners at the MRTP are claiming a restrictive 
trade practice. Then as the ADD rules specify, no injury caused due to this 
factor may be attributed to dumping. In other words, the ADD must 
segregate the quantum of injury due to the Restrictive trade practice and 
must not attribute that amount to Injury being caused due to dumping, if 
any. 

• The exact causal link in terms of the price, value and the volume of the 
imports and that of the domestic industry is not established or disclosed. 

6. Authority’s views 

a) The Authority is of the view that the Disclosures issued on 25^^ June, 

2003, under Rule 16 of the Anti Dumping Rules contained the essential facts 
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under consideration of the Authority which would form the basis for its final 
findings. The submissions made by various interested parties at the stage of 
preliminary findings had been addressed and dealt with at the time of issue of 
preliminary findings notification dated 20.11.2002. The Disclosure Statement as 
per Rule 16 are required to contain the essential facts under consideration of the 
Authority which form the basis for making final detemriination. It is not pemriitted 
to bring in new issues at this stage by any interested party as sufficient time had 
already been given to the interested parties to offer comments after initiation of 
investigation, after issue of preliminary findings and after holding of the public 
hearing. 

b) As regards argurnents on initiation that the application for the Initiation 
was without a letter from the petitioners and supporters, the petition contained 
the letter of All India Flat Glass Manufacturer Association. Upon request made 
by the importer M/s Monika Exim International Ltd., a copy of the said letter 
dated 26^. April, 2002 was supplied to them by the Designated Authority vide 
letter dated 1*^ October, 2002. 

c) As regards points raised regarding procedure of fonwarding of initiation 
notification and preliminary findings to various Interested parties, the Initiation 
Notification dated 5.7.2002 and the Preliminary Findings dated 20.11.2002 were 
sent to all the known interested parties. Embassies of the subject countries in 
India and to those exporters / importers who had participated In the investigation. 
In this regard, para 2 of the preliminary findings notification also refers* The 
Authority also received acknowledgment about receipt of preliminary findings 
notification dated 20.11.2002 from exporters M/s PT Tensindo. As regards 
Public Hearing heidjon 19.2.2003, notice of same had been Issued on 22 
January, 2003 and all interested parties had been informed. Exporter, M/s PT 
Mulia confirmed by their e-mail dated 17.2.03 about receipt of the notice of the 
public hearing and informed that they would not participate in the public hearing. 
M/s Mahavir Mirror Industries, Chennai, M/s Navakar Jmpex Pvt. Ltd., Chennai 
acknowledged the receipt of the notice of public hearing but did not attend the 
same on the plea that they had challenged the preliminary findings before the 
Hon’ble High Court, Madras and that in view of the interim orders of the Court, all 
further decisions including the final findings were to be kept in abeyance. M/s 
Monika Exim International Ltd. neither responded to the notice of public hearing 
nor did they attend the public hearing. The representative from the Ministry of 
Industry, Republic of Indonesia and officials of the Embassy of Indonesia in India 
attended the public hearing, among others. The Authority is of the view that the 
procedure as laid down under Anti Dumping Rule 6 was duly followed and the 
interested parties were given opportunity to make oral submissions in the public 
hearing held on 19.2.2003. The parties attending the public hearing made 
written submissions thereafter which were also exchanged. The parties 
thereafter made rejoinders on the submissions of other parties. Some of the 
importers and exporters did not attend the public hearing for the reasons best 
known to them, however they can not claim that opportunity of oral hearing was 
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not given to them. Rather the opportunity given to them was not availed by them 
There were no directions from the Hon‘bIe High Court to restrain the Designated 
Authority from proceeding further in the investigation. Therefore, the Authority 
does not find any merit in the arguments of the importers as regards not following 
the procedure in the conduct of the investigation. 


d) As regards arguments raised on other issues viz. POI, Product under 
consideration and Like Article, dumping margin, injury assessment, the same 
have been dealt with at appropriate places in these findings. 

7. Writ Petitions /Appeais before the Hon*bie High Court 

a) Some of the importers of Float glass had filed writ petitions / appeals 
before the Hon’ble High Court of Madras challenging the validity of the 
Preliminary findings Notification dated 20.11.2002. In the WP Misc Petition 
1812/2003 in WP 1451 of 2003 of M/s Mahavir Mirror Industries and WP 
Misc Petition 3985/2003 in WP 3193 of 2003 of M/s Monika Exim 
International Ltd. and WP 1810/2003 in WP 1449 of 2003 of M/s Navakar 
Impex Pvt. Ltd., the Hon’ble High Court had issued interim orders on 
20.1.2003 and 3.2.2003 stating that there will be an interim stay to the 
effect that the Central Government to proceed only up to the stage of 
Rule 1,3 and further decision shall be kept In abeyance until ftjrther orders. 
Thereafter, the WP 44506 & 44507 of 2002 of Mahavir Mirror Industries 
and WP 3193& 3194 of 2003 of Monika Exim had been dismissed by an 
order dated 13.3.2003 of Hon’ble High Court of Madras. The said 
irnporters had challenged, inter-alia, the legality of the Preliminary 
Findings dated 20.11.2002 and the validity of Rule 7 relating to 
confidentiality information, non-compliance of principles of natural justice 
in the shape of personal hearing prior to the issue of preliminary findings. 
The Hon’ble High Court did not find any justification in the Writ Petitions of 
these importers and therefore, dismissed the same. 


b) Subsequeritly, in the WA Misc r Petition 2091 and 2092/2003 of M/s 
Mahavir Mirror Industries and WA Misc Petition 2093 and 2094/2003 of 
M/s MIonika Exim International Ltd., the Hon’ble High Court, Madras 
passed following orders on 16**’ April, 2003: 


Having heard either counsel in all these matters and having regard to the 
facts and circumstances of the case and balance of convenience, we direct, 
that in all these cases, the goods be released on furnishing bank guarantee 
towards Anti -Dumping Duty. We make it clear that in the event of writ 
appeals being allowed, the bank guarantee shall be revoked or otherwise 
on the failure of the payment of Anti-Dunging Duty, the bank guarantee 
will have to be invoked. 
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From the above orders of the Hon’ble Court, it is evident that there are no 
directions to the Designated Authority to stop proceeding further in the 
investigation. 

8. Product under Consideration and Like Article : 

The product under consideratbn in this investigation is ‘Float Glass of thickness 
2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety (other 
than green glass) but not including processed glass meant for decorative, 
industrial or automotive purposes*. 

Subsequent to the Preliminary Findings, following views / comments have been 
received: 

Views of All India Flat Glass Manufacturers* Association (AIFGMA): 

(i) The description of the product under consideration is specific and covers 
only clear and tinted glass. Accordingly, the above product definition cannot 
include ‘reflective glass* which are processed and do not remain clear and tinted 
so as to come under the scope of the anti dumping investigation. The 
Association had no intention of getting anti dumping duty levied on ‘reflective 
glass’ imported from China and Indonesia as the same do not injure the domestic 
industry and is a processed glass which is imported at substantially higher prices 
than Float Glass. It is, therefore, requested for exclusion of reflective glass from 
the notification imposing anti dumping duty on Float Glass. 

(H) It Is abuixlantly clear that sizes below 2mm and above 12mm are not 
proposed to be covered within the purview of the investigation nor do the 
reflective glasses form part of the investigation. In the chart submitted by the 
importer they have indicated that the Domestic industry does not manufacture 
some non-standard thickness like 3.2 mm, 4.2mm, 5.5mm etc. In this 
connection, it is respectfully submitted that normally glass is sold in standard 
thickness only and glasses of non standard thickness are perfectly substitute to 
the Domestic industry’s range of products, both technically and commercially. 
Thus, the importer has not been able to point out any product which is not like 
article to the Product Under Consideration or the product range of the Domestic 
industry. This is without prejudice to the fact that the contention of the importer 
about the non-production of certain thickness is also incorrect. 

Views of impact Safety Glass Works Pvt. Ltd. Bangalore : 

There are other manufacturers of Fiat Glass in India who are part of the 
Association and who produce similar or substitutable items. The petitioner has 
not admitted these companies as Indian producers, in case the product being 
produced by these companies is not a Kke product, the relevant issue would be 
whether the product being imported from Indon^ia and China is a like product. 





THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartI—Sec. ^ 


The Indian producers must be in production of like article’. For the goods 
imported from the subject countries, the goods produced by all these producers 
who have not been acknowledged as Indian Producers are like articles. These 
producers could not have been, therefore, ignored by the petitioners, more so 
when these companies are members of the Association. 

M/s Monika Exim International Ltd, and M/s Navakar Imoex Pvt. Ltd, have raised 
an issue in response to the Disclosure Statement that it has not been disclosed 
why Sheet glass has not been considered as Like Article. 

Examination by the Authority : 

The Authority recalls the Preliminary Findings wherein under para 19, the issue 
of domestic industry has been dealt with. The Authority has observed that M/s 
Haryana Sheet Glass Ltd., M/s Gujarat Borosil Ltd. and M/s lAG Company Ltd. 
are manufacturers of Sheet Glass. The other producer M/s Triveni Glass Ltd., 
who manufactures Float Glass, has already been shown as manufacturer under 
‘other producers’ in the petition. The Authority is of the view that the present 
investigation relates to ‘Float Glass’ and the arguments made by importers M/s 
Monika Exim and M/s Navakar Impex Pvt. Ltd. to include sheet glass within the 
scope of the product under consideration and Like Article is irrelevant and devoid 
of justification. The Authority confirms the Preliminary Findings as regards the 
Product under Consideration subject to the clarification given by the domestic 
industry to exclude reflective glass from the scope of the investigation and 
imposition of anti dumping duty. The authority notes that the subject goods 
being Imported from the subject countries technically and commercially substitute 
the domestic producers’ product. It may be that Float Glass of some thickness 
may not have been produced by the domestic industry during he period of 
investigation. Yet the domestic industry is capable of producing the same and the 
imported subject goods are commercial substitute of the domestically produced 
Float Glass. The imported subject goods have characteristics closely resembling 
those of the domestic product. In the absence of any other significant arguments 
on the issue of Like Article, the Authority confirms its views that the Product 
under Consideration being imported from the subject countries is a Like Article to 
the Float Glass being produced by the domestic industry. 

9. Period of investigation : 

The period of investigation in the present investigation is from 1®* April, 2001 to 
31®* December, 2001. It has been argued by the importers viz. M/s Monika Exim 
International Ltd., Pune and M/s Navakar Impex Pvt. Ltd., that the import data of 
secondary sources also included reflective glass which is not a part of the item 
under investigation. The item reflective glass is also falling under HS Code 
70.05 and it was essential to segregate the reflective glass from clear and tinted 
float glass before initiating the investigation. The reason for not segregating 
reflective glass from the item under investigation is not disclosed. Further, it has 
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been argued that data is provided by Customs Houses officially on payment of 
fees and therefore, depending on secondary source data gives grounds for 
suspicion. The initiation was done in the month of July, 2002 i.e. sev^n months 
after the last date of POI. It is not digestible to say that data were not available 
from reliable sources even after seven months. Further it has been argued that 
how quarter-wise information in respect of POI was helpful to the Authority in 
making appropriate analysis when information pertaining to POI of nine months 
is compared with two full accounting years. The Authority is of the view that the 
anti dumping agreement does not lay down the period of investigation. However, 
it should not be less than six months. The Authority also notes that the irnporters 
have raised the above arguments at a very belat^ stage i.e. after the issue of 
Disclosures. The importers or any interested party were fully aware of the 
period of investigation and the data relied upon by the petitioners. Nonetheless 
the authority has examined this aspect. The Authority has referred to the petition 
of the domestic industry wherein a ‘Note on Coilation of Import Data’ had been 
annexed. It had been cleariy stated in the said Note by the petitioner that the 
statistics published by the DGCI&S give combined details of all types of Float 
Glass and surface ground or polished glass Imports into India from various 
countries. However, the petition related to ‘Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 
mm (both thickness inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety (other than green 
glass) but not including processed glass meant for decorative, industrial or 
automotive purposes’ which were being dumped and causing injury to the 
domestic industry. The Note further stated that the petition sought to cover only 
subject Float Glass for which no dedicated heading exists nor is the data 
compiled by any agency (including DGCI&S) in that manner. The petitioner also 
stated that in view of the fact that DGCI&S data was not available for the subject 
goods, they had collected and collated the same from Impex Data Services and 
the data available for ICD, Delhi from BE Register. The Authority does not find 
substance in the argument of the importers about inclusion of reflective glass in 
the volume of imports of subject goods as claimed in the petition by the 
petitioner. Moreover, the volume of imports of subject Float Glass is also 
corroborated from the response of the exporters. Therefore, the Authority 
considers that the period of investigation In this case is appropriate. 

10. Domestic Industry 

Views of M/s T.L. Verma & Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

(i) Two petitioner companies do not represent a major proportion of the 
total output of the domestic industry in India and therefore, the 
investigation is liable to be terminated. There are two more producers 
in India, viz. (1) Gujarat Guardian Ltd. and (2) M/s Triveni Glass Ltd. 
Out of the two producers. M/s Gujarat Guardian Ltd. has supported the 
petition. M/s Triveni Glass Ltd. has not supported the petition. 
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( 11 ) The petitioners represent 49.49% of the total production of the subject 
floods in India during the period of investigation. The petitioners along 
with the supporting manufacturer constitute 82.09% of total domestic 
production of the subject goods in India. 

(ill) Only the two petitioner companies have furnished detailed Information 
regarding the status of the domestic industry to the Authority. The 
supporting company has not furnished the relevant details to the 
Authority. 

(iv) In terms of Rule 11(2) read with Rule 2(b), the injury should be 
established for the domestic industry which should cover at least those 
domestic, producers whose collective output of the subject goods 
constitute a major proportion of the total domestic production of that 
article iri India. In this case, the total production of the two petitioner 
compariies alone does not constitute a major proportion of the total 
domestic production in India. Thus the petitioner companies cannot be 
treated as domestic industry within the meaning of Rule 2(b). 

(v) The deeming provision regarding 25% standing contained in proviso to 
Rule 5(3)(a) is not applicable here. The phrase ‘domestic industry' 
appearing in Rule 11 as also in the Annexure-ll shall be interpreted in 
accordance with the definition given in Rule 2(b). Since Rule 2(b) 
specifies the major proportion requirement, it is necessary that injury 
determined for the two domestic producers will fulfill Rule 11(2) only if 
they pass the major proportion test. In this case, the two domestic 
producers have failed to pass the major proportion test. The injury 
determination Is, therefore, flawed and the provisional duty is illegal 
and deserves to be withdrawn. 

(vi) Therefore, the domestic industry should cover three companies in this 
case i.e. two pehtioner companies M/s Saint Gobain Glass Ltd., M/s 
Float Glass India Ltd. and the supporting company M/s Gujarat 
Guardian Ltd. Considering data in respect of two petitioner companies 

alone will not amount to considering the situation of the domestic 
Industry. 

t 

(vii) As the domestic industiy has failed to produce sufficient evidence of 
injury to the domestic industry, the investigation may be terminated 
under Rule 14(b). 

Views of Petitioner 

(i) In the case of Hexamine, this issue had been argued before the 
Authority but was over ruled and the Designated Authority considered 
th<3t injury snalysis for tho Domostic Industry can ba dona ovan if tha 
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petitioner Domestic Industry accounts for less than 50% of the 
country’s production. In this case, through out the Injury analysis, only 
the information relating to the two petitioners had iDeen considered. 
The exception has been made only while analyzing the sales and 
market share for the petitioners.when the sales data of other producers 
had also been considered. 

(ii) In the instant case also, the Designated Authority has considered the 
information of the entire domestic Industry and not of the petitioner 
alone, while analyzing the factors relating to market share. The 
analysis in the case of Float Glass is in line with the approach taken by 
the Designated Authority in the previous cases. 

(iii) The representative of the importer has not submitted any authority to 
support their case as to why the term ‘major proportion’ should 
necessarily imply those who account for more than 50% of the 
domestic production. 

(iv) Without prejudice to the above, while filling the application, the 
responsibility of the domestic industry is to present the information with 
regard to the petitioner as well as other producers for the purpose of 
‘standing’ to file the petition. At this stage, the information with regard 
to the other producers is collected by the petitioners from the best 
available sources. We have now collected the certified information 
from the non-petitioner domestic producers which indicate the 
petitioners themselves account for more than 50% of the production as 
per table given below: 



PERIOD OF INVESTIGATION 

Petnionora 

Qty(MT) 

Rs.(Lakhs) 

Floatglass India Ltd. 

96122 

15541 

Saint-Gobain Glass India Ltd. 

95641 

15743 

Total for Petitioners 

191763 ‘ 

31284 

Supporting Producers 



Gujarat Guardian Ltd. 

107441 

19456 

Total for Supporting Producers 

107441 

19456 

Other Producers 



Triveni Glass Ltd. 

51060 

7713 

Grand Total 

350264 

58453 
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% of Petitioners 

54,75% 


% of Petitioners & Supporters 

85.42% 



v) It may be seen from the above that the petitioners themselves account for 
54.7i3% of the total domestic production of the like articles. 


M/s T.L. Verma & Co. Pvt. Ltd, have given following views in their rejoinder 
and on the Disclosures : 


(i) The petitioner companies should have established their status as 
‘domestic industry' at the time of making the application. According to 
the data submitted by them, collective output of the two petitioner 
companies was less than 50%. This is evident from the preliminary 
findings. All of a sudden, in the written submissions, the petitioner 
gives some new data stating that the production of non-petitioner 
companies are less and therefore, share of the petitioner companies is 
more than 50% of the total domestic output. There is no basis for such 
a claim. This claim is not based on facts. Even the revised data does 
not give ‘actual output’ but only annualized output. 

(ii) The petitioner had an obligation to submit correct details at the time of 
filling the petition so as to establish beyond reasonable doubt that they 
fulfill the standing criteria. 

(iii) The action of the Authority in the Hexamine case was legally not 
sustainable. In terms of Rule 11(2), the Authority is required to 
evaluate injury for the domestic industry. In terms of Rule 2(b)^ the 
domestic industry means, the domestic producer as a whole or those 
producers whose collective output represent a major proportion of the 
total domestic output. Therefore, legally, the Authority is bound to 
evaluate injury for such of those domestic producers, whose collective 
output passed the major proportion test. 

(iv) The Authority has accepted the production volume of non-petition 
companies without any verification. There is no mention about why 
and on what basis, the figures were amended at the late stage in the 
proceedings. In terms of Rule 8, the Authority is required to satisfy 
itself as to the accuracy of the information supplied by the interested 
parties upon which the findings are based. 

Comments of M/s Monika Exim International Ltd, and M/s Navakar Imoex Pvt. 

Ltd. 
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The product of the petitioners, Triveni float glass, Indian sheet and imported 
glass should be treated as Like Article, if the petitioners treat the imported glass 
as Like Article with the petitioner’s float glass. If the Designated Authority takes 
this position, the petitioners would not fall under the definition of domestic 
industry as they would not represent the major proportion of the Indian total 
production. Even now the petitioners are below the major proportion. In the 
Disclosure Statement, the Authority has changed the earlier stand taken in the 
preliminary findings by stating that the petitioners account for 54.75% instead of 
49.49% as stated earlier. The Authority is required to disclose the data they 
relied on at the time of initiation of investigation. 

Examination bv the Authority 

The Authority has examined the various arguments on the issue of domestic 
industry. The petitioners have also furnished letters from the other two domestic 
producers viz. M/s Gujarat Guardian Ltd. and M/s Triveni Glass Ltd. The two 
companies have confirmed their production of subject goods during the period 
April-December, 2001 as under: 

M/s Gujarat Guardian Ltd. 107441 MT 
M/s Triveni Glas Ltd. 51060 MT 

The Authority has also checked that the above production figures are for the 
period April-December, 2001 and not annualized as incorrectly mentioned by the 
petitioners in their letter dated 3.3.2003 subsequent to the Public Hearing. The 
total production of subject goods by the four producers during POI April- 
December, 2001 is 350264 MT. Out of this, the share of the two petitioner 
companies viz. M/s Float Glass India Ltd. and M/s Saint Gobain Glass India Ltd. 
is 191763 MT. This comes to 54.75% of the total production. The Authority is of 
the view that the aforesaid two non-petitioner companies have confirmed in 
writing about their production of subject goods during the POI. The Authority 
considers the same as correct. In any case, the petition enjoyed the support of 
producers of subject goods that represented more than 50% of the domestic 
production even at the stage of initiation. As the share of the two petitioner 
companies viz. M/s Float Glass India Ltd. and M/s Saint Gobain Glass India Ltd. 
is 54.75% of total production, they represent the major proportion of the total 
domestic production of subject goods. The Authority considers the two petitioner 
companies to represent the domestic industry within the meaning of Rule 2(b) 
and Rule 11(2). For the purpose of evaluation of factors viz. total demand of the 
subject goods and net sales realization, the Authority has considered the 
information relating to the supporting producer M/s Gujarat Guardian Ltd. also. 


fi , Submission of Non-confidential Information 

Views of M/s T.L. Verma & Co. Pvt. Ltd. 
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The note on collation of import data referred to in the findings was silent as to the 
method followed in converting quantity from Sq. Mtr. to MT in the absence of 
thickness. The import data published by IMPEX statistics services did not 
contain thickness' details in all the transactions. This is a crucial element In 
determining the volume of imports. Therefore, the opposing interested parties 
have a right to know how the data conversion took place. We had also asked 
them to disclose the factor used in converting the Sq. Mtr. into MT and the basis 
therefor, f-urther, the non-confidential version of the petition is completely blank 
in respect of Proforma IVA (except item 1 relating to import data), table on 
profitability, sales volume, cost of sales, unit price and loss or profit, return on 
investment, price under selling, price under cutting and Proforma IVB. 

The Authority has not disclosed the basis and methodology followed In 
determining NIP and Injury margin for the domestic industry. 

Views of Goverrtment of Indonesia 

Level of confidentiality used in the notification is unjustified in the light of 
requirements of Article 6.5 of the Agreement. The price effect of the dumped 
imports is clearly of Importance in that price undercutting is aUj^ed resulting in 
price suppression. However, no adequate non-confidential summary of the basic 
price information is presented. At least, the information should be provided in 
indtoj^ and %terms to substantiate the examination undertaken by the 
Invesf^ting Authority. 


Views of Petitioner^ 

(i) We are concerned about the facts that the Designated Authority has 
accepted the information submitted by PT Mulia Glass despite the fact 
that they have not supplied the non-confidential version of their 
response thereby failing to fulfill their legal obligation. Para 5(i) of the 
Preliminary Findings refers in this regard. 

(ii) The parties raising objection about the inadequacy of non-confidential 
version submitted by us, in their own submission have not given any 
information. All the seven annexures to the importer’s questionnaire 
submitted by them are either blank or contained an assertion that 
‘information not susceptible for summarization as the information is 
highly sensitive'. 

Examination bv the Authority 

(i) As regards submission of non-confidential version by exporter. M/s PT 
Mulia Glass, the same had been furnished by the exporter and copy of 
the same has been placed in the public file. The importer. M/s Impact 
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Safety Glass Works Pvt. Ltd. had not furnished any non-confidential 
version of the importer's questionnaire, which had been recorded under 
para 11 of the preliminary findings. The said importer has made 
elaborate comments subs^uent to the public hearing. The Authority 
has considered their general submissions where these are supported 
with the non-confidential version. 

(ii) As regards arguments of importers regarding Non-Disclosure by the 
Authority about the methodology followedHn determining the NIP and 
injury margin for the domestic industry, the Authority has followed the 
consistent practice whereunder the methodology for arriving at NIP for 
the domestic industry is communicated to the domestic industry on a 
confidential basis. This part of the Disclosure contains the non- 
injurious price determined for the domestic industry which is based on 
the confidential information relating to cost of production. 

(iii) As regards non-submission of adequate non-confidential version by the 
petitioner, the Authority recalls the preliminary findings vide para 21. It 
has been argued by one of the importers that the method followed in 
converting quantity from sq. meter to MT has not been disclosed. This 
information has been furnished by the exporter. M/s PT Mulia and the 
petitioners to the Designated Authority on a confidential basis. The 
Authority considers the same as confidential and is of the view that the 
disclosure of the same is not warranted. The petitioner had given 
information in Para IV of non-confidential version regarding imports and 
indexed information regarding market share of imports and domestic 
industry, capacity utilization, sales volume, sales value, unit price, 
inventories. The petitioner has claimed confidentiality in respect of 
information pertaining to profitability, return on investment, figures of 
price under selling and price under cutting, landed value of imports. 
The Authority is of the view that the said information being claimed as 
confidential is of strategic business interest of the petitioner and 
considers that the information may be treated as confidential as per 
Rule 7(1). 


C. EXAMINATION OF CLAIMS REGARDING NORMAL VALUE, EXPORT 
PRICE AND DUMPING MARGIN. 

12. As brought out in the preliminary findings, the Designated Authority sent 
questionnaires to known exporters of the subject goods in subject countries. 
Responses were received from the following exporters; 

(i) PT Mulia Glass, Indonesia. 

(ii) PT Abdi Rakyat Bakti, Indonesia. 

(Hi) PT Tensindo, Indonesia. 
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(Iv) M/S Qinhuangdao Huazhou Glass Co. Ltd., China 
(v) Ml/s Nanning Float Glass Co. Ltd., China 

Subsequent to the Preliminary Findings, following arguments have been received 
from various interested parties / governments of subject countries: 


13. Submissions of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia : 

Basis for the Normal Value used in the application ~ In accordance to Article 5.2 

of the Anti Dumping Agreement, an application should include evidence of inter ^ 

alia dumping and should not be based on simple assertion unsubstantiated by 

relevant evidence. Further, in accordance to Article 5.2 of the Agreement, the 

Authority shall examine the accuracy and adequacy of the evidence provided in 

the application to determine whether there is sufficient evidence to justify the 

initiation of an investigation. In this regard, the annual accounts of PT Mulia 

Industrindo is not an appropriate basis to evaluate the cost of production of the 

subject goods as the holding company of Mulia Glass produces a wide range of 

diverse products. 

14. Submissions of M/s PT Mulia Glass : 

(i) Adjustments on account of packing, ocean freight, insurance, shipping 
charges, trucking costs, clearance and handling and fumigation charges 
have been allowed from the export price. However, while calculating ex¬ 
factory export price, Authority has decided to resort to weighted average ^ 

irrespective of thickness and color. We have not exported Float Glass of 
2mm and 3mm thickness to India during POI. The majority of exports 
consist of 12mm ***MT, 4mm Dark. Grey ***MT and 5mm Dark Grey 
***Mir. When calculating the weighted average of the ex-factory export 
price,, Authority should differentiate between clear and tinted / color Float 
Glass}. 

(li) We do not agree with the Authority’s recommendation regarding 
provisional anti dumping duty on all imports of Float Glass of thickness 
2mm to 12mm. The thicknesses which have not been exported to India » 

during POI i.e. 2mm and 3mm should be excluded from imposition of any 
anti dumping duty. 

-1 

(iii) There is no necessity to impose provisional anti dumping duty on our 
exports to India, pending final determination. Such an imposition should 
be decided upon only when all our submitted data information has been 
duly verified and our views taken into account. 

(iv) In the absence of any complete response from the exporter from China in 
the form and manner prescribed, the authority has determined the 
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Normal Value in respect of China on the basis of actual cost of 
production of India’s domestic industry after normating it at optimum 
efficiency level. We have enthusiastically and in good faith participated in 
the investigation and hence by applying the same standard to PT Mulia 
Glass, the Authority may arrive at a Normal Value which is even lower 
than the one mentioned in the case of China. 

15. Submissions of M/s Impact Safety Glass Works Pvt. Ltd., Bangalore, 

(i) Asahi has three Float Glass plants in Indonesia which is more than 1/3^** 
production in Indonesia. When their counterparts are selling material in 
Indonesia, it is inconceivable that constructed cost of production basis 
should have been adopted. Even for constructed cost of production, the 
petitioner has used annual report of Mulia Industries, which is not a 
producer and is only a holding company having many subsidiary factories 
and companies. The working of cost of production based on the balance 
sheet of Mulia Industrindo Is just to misguide the Authority to gain 
advantage in imposition of provisional duties. 

(il) The adjustment made from export price has not been disclosed. 
Information with regard to ocean freight and other expenses were 
disclosed on non-confidential basis in the case before MRTP and 
Supreme Court. How the same information can now become 
confidential. The amount of dumping margin involved has not been 
disclosed. 

16. Views of the domestic industry 

The exporters from Indonesia have several cases of anti dumping against them 
by other authorities. It appears that it is their policy to supply at dumped prices 
causing immense injury to the Interest of the domestic Industry. 

Examination by the Authority 

17. Normal Value for Indonesia 

Following exporters from Indonesia had responded to the investigation : 

(I) PT Mulia Glass, Indonesia. 

(li) PT Abdi Rakyat Bakti, Indonesia. 

(iii) PT Tensindo, Indonesia. 

It has been argued by the Government of Indonesia and some Importers that 
the information in the petition was based on estimation and the basis of 
construction of normal value of PT Mulia on the balance sheet of Mulia Industrindo 
was incorrect. The Authority is of the view that at the time of initiation of 
investigation the petition may contain the prima-facie information relating to the 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I— Sec. I] 


Normal value estimates In support of claim of the alleged dumping. However, the 
Authority had received the response from M/s PT Mulia and even at the stage of 
Preliminarv' Findings, the Normal Value of all the Indonesian exporters was 
determined on the basis of information furnished by the said exporter. Thus the 
Authority does not find any merit in the argument of the Indonesian Government 
and the importers on this account. 


'IS- PT Mulia Glass. Indonesia 

The Authority recalls the preliminary findings on the issue of dumping. M/s PT 

Mulia Glass had submitted detailed information regarding domestic sales, 

exports to India, cost of production, sale price structure for exports and domestic < 

sales etc. The Authority has also conducted on the spot verification of the 

exporters information. The Authority has verified the cost of production of 

subject goods produced by M/s PT Mulia Glass. Adjustments on account of 

packing, inland freight, discounts, credit etc. have been verified. As regards 

inland freight (trucking), the exporter makes domestic sales in various parts of 

Indonesia v^hich have different freight costs depending upon the location. Based 

on the quantum of domestic sales made to each region and the weighted 

average freight cost to each region, a weighted average freight cost of Indo 

Rupiah *** PMT has been furnished by the exporter which has been considered 

for adjustment from domestic sales price. The exporter has also given 

information regarding credit given on the domestic sales. The Authority has also 

considered the same. Analysis of the domestic sales price of different thickness 

indicates that most of the domestic sales are in the ordinary course of trade. In 

the case of 4mm thickness (clear) more than 20% of the sales are not in the i 

ordinary ajurse of trade i.e. less than cost of production plus selling, 

administration and general costs. The remaining ***% profit making sales have 

been considered for Normal Value determination. The Authority, therefore, has 

determined normal value of different thickness types on the basis of domestic 

sales price of the exporter at ex-factory level. As regards the arguments of the 

exporter that in the case of China, Normal Value has been determined on the 

basis of constructed cost of production based on Indian domestic industry, the 

Authority has determined Normal Value in accordance with Section 9A(1)© of the 

Customs Tariff Act. 



The Authority recalls the preliminary findings on the issue of dumping. The 
exporter had furnished only one set of response with all information marked as 
confidential. No other set of non-confidential information had been furnished as 
required under the Rule 7(2). The exporter was also advised vide letter dated 
6.9.02 to submit non-confidential version, which has not been furnished. The 
Authority finds that the exporter had not given satisfactory reason for not 
furnishing non-confidential version. The exporter had also not furnished 
information regarding cost of production and the Profit & Loss Account and 
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Balance Sheet. The Authority notes that the exporter has not given any 
comments or information subsequent to the preliminaiy findings. The Authority 
thus holds that the exporter has not fully cooperated in the investigation. The 
Authority is, therefore, constrained to disregard the information furnished by the 
exporter in terms of Rule 7(3). The Authority has, therefore, been constrained to 
rely upon the best available information under Rule-6 (8) for Normal Value 
determination. The Authority has determined the Normal Value in respect of this 
exporter on the basis of information available in the case of M/s PT Mulia Glass, 
Indonesia. 

20. PT Tensindo. Indonesia . 

The Authority recalls the preliminary findings on the issue of dumping. The 
information furnished by M/s PT Tensindo, Indonesia was found to be grossly 
deficient. The exporter has not furnishe'd the required information as pointed out 
in the preliminary findings. The Authority is, therefore, constrained to rely upon 
the best available information for Normal Value determination. The Authority has 
therefore, determined the Normal Value in respect of this exporter on the basis of 
information available In the case of M/s PT Mulia Glass, Indonesia. 

21. Export price in respect of Indonesia : 

The Authority recalls the preliminary findings as regards export price 
determination. Export price in respect of M/s PT Mulia Glass had been 
determined on the basis of information furnished by the exporter. They have 
furnished details of exports of Float Glass ‘Clear’ and ‘Dark Grey in various 
thickness. The Authority has considered the export prices shown in the 
questionnaire response. The exporter has shown adjustments on account of 
packing, ocean freight, insurance, shipping charges, trucking costs, cleararice 
and handling and fumigation charges. The Authority has verified the Information 
relating to adjustments. The ocean freight adjustment has been considered on 
actual basis as per statement furnished by the exporter during verification. The 
ex-factory export price has been determined after making above adjustments. 

22. Export price in respect of M/s PT Tensindo has been considered on the 
basis of the furnished Information regarding sales to India. There is no response 
from the exporter subsequent to the preliminary findings. Adjustments on the 
basis of Information available in the case of M/s PT Mulia have been made from 
the GIF export price to arrive at the export price at ex-factory level. 

23. Export price In respect of PT Abdi Rakyat Baktl, Indonesia has been 
considered on the basis of the furnished information regarding sales to India. 
There Is no I'esponse from the exporter subsequent to the preliminary findings. 
Adjustments on the basis of information available in the case of M/s PT Mulia 
have been made from the CIF export price to arrive at the export price at ex¬ 
factory level. 


2374GI/03-10 
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24. Normal Value for China P.R . 

The Authority recalls the preliminary findings on the issue of dumping. None of 
the exporters from China P.R. had given complete response to the questionnaire 
sent to thcjm. M/s Qinhuangdao Huazhou Glass Co. Ltd., China, who had stated 
to have exported the subject goods during the POI, did not co-operate by 
furnishing the information as per the questionnaire. The other exporter M/s 
Nanning F-loat Glass Co. Ltd., China had informed to have not exported float 
glass during the period of investigation and so they have not filled the 
questionnaire response. As regards arguments made by Importer to adopt the 
Normal Value in respect of PT Mulia, Indonesia to determine Nonrial Value In 
respect of Chinese producers, the Authority does not find merit in the argument 
as the same is not in conformity with the Anti Dumping Rules. The Normal Value 
in the case of Indonesia exporters has been determined based on the domestic 
sales prioss in that country. In the absence of complete response from any 
Chinese exporter, the Authority has determined Normal Value In the case of 
China on the basis of facts available as per Rule ^8) of the Rules supra. The 
Authority therefore confirms in the absence of any complete response from the 
exporters from China PR in the form and manner presaibed, to make the 
findings with regard to exports from China PR on the basis of the facts available 
to it as per rule 6(8) supra. Accordingly, the Authority has determined the 
Normal Value in respect of China PR on the basis of constructed cost of 
production. While doing so, the Authority has considered the evidence regarding 
cost of production furnished by the domestic industry and has referenced the 
Normal Value with reference to actual cost of production of domestic industry 
after normating it at optimum efficiency level. 


Normal Value and Export Price in respect of other exporters of Indonesia 

25. In respect of other non-cooperative exporters, the Authority has determined 
Normal Value based on evidence of domestic sales price of co-operative exporter. 
Lowest export price as per co-operative exporter has been adopted. 

Dumping Margin : 

26. The Authority followed the consistent practice of adopting the principles 
governing the determination of Normal Value, Export Price and Margin of Dumping 
as laid down in Annexure I to the anti-dumping rules. Dumping margins have been 
determined on the basis of a fair comparison of Export Price with the Normal Value 
in pursuance of the principle laid down in Para 6 of Annexure-1 to the Rules. The 
comparison is at the same level of trade, i.e. Ex-factory level. As regards concerns 
expressed by some of the interested parties about proper comparison of Normal 
Value and export price of different thickness of clear and tinted Float Glass, the 
Authority ha^ taken due care to compare Normal Value and export price of Float 
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Glass of different thickness and color to the extent data is available. As regards 
arguments made by importers about different dumping margins in respect of 
exporters from Indonesia while the Normal Value being the same, the authority has 
considered the export price of the respective exporters while detemriining the 
dumping margins. Weighted average dumping margin has been arrived at after 
determining Individual dumping margin for different thickness / color type. Based 
on the Normal Value and export price as determined above, the Authority has 
determined the following dumping margins(%); 


S. No. 

Country 

Name of Exporter 

Dumping 
Margin % 

1. 

Indonesia 

M/s PT Mulia 

46.71 

2. 

Indonesia 

M/s PT Tensindo 

54.63 

3. 

Indonesia 

M/s PT Abdi Rakyat Bakti 

78.91 

4. 

Indonesia 

All other exporters. 

78.91 

5. 

China 

All exporters. 

43.82 


D. INJURY AND THREAT OF INJURY 

27. Rule 11 of Anti Dumping Rules reads as follows: 

“Determination of Injury: 

(1) In the case of imports from specified countries, the designated authority 
shall record a further finding that import of such article into India causes or 
threatens material injury to any established industry or materially retards the 
establishment of any industry in India; 

(2) The designated authority shall determine the injury to domestic industry, 
threat of injury to domestic industry, material retardation to establishment of 
domestic industry and a causal link between dumped Imports and injury, taking 
into account all relevant facts, Including the volume of dumped Imports, their 
effect on price in the domestic market for like articles and the consequent effect 
of such Imports on domestic producers of such articles and in accordance with 
the principles set out in Annexure II to these rules.” 

28. The principles for determination of Injury set out in Annexure-ll of the Anti- 
Dumping Rules lay down that: 

a. A determination of injury shall involve an objective examination of both (a) 
the volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports on prices in 
the domestic market for like article and (b) the consequent impact of these 
imports on domestic producers of such products. 

b. While examining the volume of dumped imports, the said Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant increase in the dumped imports, 
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either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in India. With 
regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices as referred to in sub-rule (2) 
of Rule 113 the Designated Authority shall consider whether there has been a 
significant price under-cutting by the dumped imports as compared with the price 
of like product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is othen/vise to 
depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase which otherwise 
would have occurred to a significant degree. 

29. Submissions of the Government of the Republic of Indonesia : 

(i) The notifications of preliminary findings must contain the matters of 
facts and law which have led to arguments being accepted and 
rejected. As both sales volumes and selling prices increased in the 
iPOl, cash flow must have been positive and not negative as claimed. 

(ii) Determination of the Injury should be based on positive evidence and 
involve an objective examination of the volume and effect of the 
dumped imports on prices of the domestic market. The alleged 
dumped imports have declined. The examination.of the findings of the 
Authority should be reviewed. Imports did not increase in absolute 
terms as shown in the findings of the Authority. 

(iii) The Authority should re-examine whether Imports increased in relative 
terms compared to demand or production. 

(iv) All factors relating to injury be evaluated. The Authority must explain 
why and how the alleged dumped imports has caused injury in view of 
the increases in production, sales volume and value, increased 
profitability etc. The only explanation provided to support injury is that 
Itie return on investment is not sufficient. Even if this were to be the 
case, a critical evaluation of other factors would have to be provided 
before a determination of material injury is concluded. 

(v) The Authority has failed to address any other known factors in the 
preliminary determination, mainly the following : 

(a) Increase in capacity of the domestic industry, 

(b) Trade restrictive practices that may encourage the domestic 
industry trying to set selling price too high. 

(c) The price impact of a new entrant on the domestic market. 

30. Views of M/s T.L, Verma & Co. Pvt. Ltd. 

(i) EEven for the two petitioner companies for whom the Authority has 
determined injury, the determination of injury violates the provisions of 
Rule 11. 
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(ii) I mports from subject countries are not significant - The market share 
of imports from subject countries was only 1.67% during POI and was 
0.71% in 2000-01. At the same time, the share of the petitioner 
domestic industry increased from 38.37% during 2000-01 to 48.63% 
during POI. Thus, when the share of the subject imports increased by 
0.96%, the share of the domestic industry increased by 10.26%. As 
per data given in the appiication, the market size increased from 106 in 
2000-01 to 118 in POI (9 months) or 158, annualized. Thus, the 
market size has increased by over 52% whereas the share of imports 
from subject countries increased only by 0.96%. The iricrease In 
imports from the subject countries can never be treated as ‘significant 
increase in imports’ within the meaning of the first sentence of 
paragraph (ii) of Annexure II. The Authority is required to evaluate the 
increase with reference to the market context. 

(lii) Sales Volume - Sales volume of the domestic market has increased 
by over 17%. There is no injury to the domestic industry on this 

ground. 

(Iv) Production - There Is no evaluation of injury on production. 

(v) Hapacitv Utilization - There has been marginal increase in capacity 
utilization. Therefore, there is no injury on this ground. 

(vi) Inventory - The production is down, sales volume has Increased by 
17%, inventory could not have increased. It seems that there is some 
error in the findings. 

(vii) Wages & Employment - These factors do not show any injury to the 
domestic industry. 

(viii) Profitabilitv - The Authority is required to examine the profitability of 
the domestic industry during the POI and compare the same with 
previous period. 

(ix) Return on Capital Employed - The Authority has not given dny reason 
as to why the percentage is considered too low and what percentage 
of return of capital employed shall be considered adequate. 

(x) Price under Selling - The Authority appears to have determined one 
single non-injurious price and landed value for all varieties of * lost 
glass. Such a single comparison is wrong. NIP of respective quality / 
size should be compared vrith the respective landed value, of imports. 
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(x>) Price under Cutting - For price undercutting, landed value is to be 
examined with reference to average selling price of the domestic 
industry. 

(xii) Rrice Suppression / Depression — The findings of Authority as regards 
price suppression / depression are not correct as the petitioners have 
stated that the industry is realizing a higher price during the POI. 
When the prices have increased, the question of price depression 
does not arise. 

(xiii) Actual and Potential negative effect on Cash Flow - The findings are 
too generic. The Authority is required to determine actual cash flow 
during POI and compare the same with the cash flow of previous 
period. 

(xiv) Growth - The findings on this aspect are too generic. The Authority 
may evaluate this properly. 

(xv) No iniurv in respect of China - From the information relating to 
dumping margin and ex-factory export price, it appears that landed 
value of Imports from China would be higher than the NIP determined 
by the domestic industry. * Therefore, imports from China could not 
have caused any injury to the domestic industry. 

(xvl) Causal Link - No causal link has been established between alleged 
dumped imports and alleged injury. While determining causal link, the 
Authority has not evaluated other factors i.e. factors other than 
dumped imports which are also causing injury to the domestic industry 
at the same time. 

31. Views of M/s Impact Safety Glass Works Pvt. Ltd.. Bangalore. 

(i) Over investment in the country has caused injury, If any, to the Indian 
producers. 

(ii) Petitioner’s Group Companies M/s Glaverbel and Glavermas are part 
of Asahi Group of Company and the said petitioner is part of the same 
group. M/s Glavindia is the agent in India. The petitioner and M/s 
Glavindia import the item tinted reflective glass. This activity should 
have caused injury to the whole domestic industry as this item can be 
very well produced by any float glass plant. The petitioners have been 
able to effect impressive price increases during the investigation 

^ period. Signs of recovery and prosperity rather than injury are quite 

visible in the investigation period. Evidently, the imports have had no 
price effect on the domestic industry. 
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(lii) The quantity of imports in terms of domestic production is negligible. 
The effect of price would be on quantity. However, reverse is the 
situation in the present case. The alleged price effect had the effect of 
lowering of the volumes due to the ways adopted by the petitioner. 

(iv) Profits of the domestic industry are increasing over the years. Their 
profits were at peak In the investigation period as compared to 
previous two years. 

(v) It is not clear whether reasons for price under selling can be linked to 
imports. 

(vi) The prices of goods have been increasing constantly for the last two 
years. The statement made by the domestic industry that they are 
under constant pressure to reduce the prices is factually not correct. 

(vii) There is no causal link between alleged price under cutting and selling 
price of the domestic industry. 

(viii) The domestic industry had earlier filed complaint against the same 
Indonesian exporters alleging that the Indonesian exporters were 
adopting restrictive trade practice. Thus petitioners have attributed 
two reasons against the same cause and effect. Having claimed that 
restrictive trade practices were being employed by the exporters, how 
can the Indian producers now claim that there Is no Injury, to them due 
to alleged restrictive trade practice. 

(ix) There is no evidence of material Injury to the domestic industry. 

(x) The Designated Authority should also examine any known factors 
other than the dumped imports which at the same time are injury the 
domestic industry. 

32. Views of the Domestic Industry 

(i) The claim of the domestic Industry as regards Injury were dealt in the 
preliminary findings and are not being repeated. In response to the 
arguments made by other interested parties, the domestic Industry has 
made following submissions: 

(ii) It has been argued by the importers thaf the market share of imports 
from subject countries was only 1.67% during the POl which was 
0.71% In 2000-01. It has also been argued that the share of the 
domestic industry has increased much more as compared to the share 
of the subject imports. It is submitted that the increase In Imports has 
to be seen in comparison to the share held in the preceding period. 
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Such a comparison would indicate that the share of imports has more 
than doubled in the POI as compared to the immediately preceding 
period. The rate of growth of imports is also much higher as compared 
to the rate of growth of market. The increase in imports may also be 
re-evaluated after taking into account the imports from Nhava Shava 
Port. 

(iii) With regard to the increase in sales volume, the importers have failed 
to appreciate the fact that increase in sales volume need to be 
analyzed in view of the fact that the total capacity as well as production 
in the country has gone up due to addition of the new manufacturer. 
The argument of the importer that an increase of 17% does not 
indicate injury can at best be considered as an arithmetic exercise and 
not an economic evaluation of this factor. The Designated Authority is 
requested to consider that the increase in sales may be evaluated 
taking into consideration the new capacities. 

(iv) As regards the actual production by the domestic industry, the 
Authority may appreciate the fact that the increase in production Is 
almost entirely on account of a new manufacturer viz. M/s Saint 
Gobain. 

(v) With regard to profitability and return on capital employed, the 
domestic industry has not been able to realize a reasonable rate of 
return on the huge investments made by it despite the fact that they 
have the world class technology and have also taken extensive steps 
to cut costs over a period of time. The dumped imports from subject 
countries are not allowing the domestic industry to realize any returns 
which can be considered as reasonable. 

(vi) As regards Authority’s findings on price under cutting, the Authority 
has actually recorded in its findings that the comparison of the average 
net sales realization of the domestic industry with the landed value of 
imports has been made to arrive at the extent of price under cutting. 
The reference to NIP in the table below in the sub-para relating to 
Price under cutting is an inadvertent typographical error. 

(vli) As regards assumptions made by importer regarding working of 
Normal Value for China and the non-Injurious price, such argument is 
totally presumptuous in nature, and has no factual or legal force. The 
Authority is urged to proceed on the basis of Information available with 
it. 

Examination by the Authority 

33. The Authority has examined the various claims and counter arguments on 
injury as under: 
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i) Imports from subject countries: 

The total imports from subject countries were 10272 MT in 1999-2000, 2036.11 
in 2000-01 and 4406 MT during POI (9 months) or 5874 MT (annualized). 
Imports from subject countries grew by 188% during POI (annualized) over the 
previous year. There was overall decline in imports from subject countries during 
POI in comparison to year 1999-2000. However the share of imports from 
subject countries in the total imports grew to 96.45% during POI in comparison to 
the previous year share of 20.87% and in the year 1999-2000 of 67.75%. The 
Authority finds that there has been significant increase in the dumped imports 
from subject countries in absolute terms. 

ii) Market share: 

Market share of imports from subject countries in the total demand for the sut^ect 
goods has Increased from 0.71% in 2000-01 to 1.67% during POI. Market share 
of the petitioner domestic industry in the total demand of subject goods has not 
declined during POI. It has increased from 38.37% during 2000-01 to 48.63% 
during the POI. However, the market share of imports from other countries in 
total demand has declined during the POI to 0.06% from 2.71% in year 2000-01. 
The overall demand of the subject goods has increased significantly during the 
POI in comparison to the previous two years. The increase in market share of 
the dumped imports from subject countries with reference to the total demand 
shows that there has been significant increase in imports from subject countries 
both in absolute terms as well as in relation to the demand In the country. 

Hi) Production of Domestic Industry 

The Authority notes that the capacity, production and capacity utilization of the 
domestic industry has been as under; 


Year 

Capacity* 

Production* 

Capacity 

Utilization 

1999-2000 

100 

100 

76.48% 

2000-01 

151 

156 

79.09% 

AprII-Dec. 

2001 

167 

171 

78.43% 

POI 

Annualized 

223 

228 

78.43% 


*lndexed figures. 

The Authority finds that there has been increase in the production capacity of the 
domestic industry and actual production. However, with reference to the 
increased capacity in the POI, the capacity utilization has marginally declined by 
0.66% during the POI in comparison to the previous year. 
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iv) Sales Volume: 

Sales volumes of domestic industry increased from ** in 2000-01 to *** in POI, 

This showed an increase of about 17% over the year 2000-01. However, this 
increase in sales volume is also on account of increase in the capacity of the 
domestic industry and therefore, this increase in sales cannot by itself be 
attributed to an improvement in performance. 

v) Inventory: 

The inventory of domestic industry has increased by 14% at the end of 
December, 2001 in comparison to the previous year closing on March, 2001. As 
regards arguments of importer that the inventory could not have increased when 
the sales volume has increased by 17% and that capacity utilization has come ^ 

down by 0.66%, the Authority finds that the capacity of the domestic industry had 
increased from 100 to 167 (indexed) during POI. There was also increase in 
production from 100 to 171 (indexed). Therefore, the assumptions of the 
importer are not correct. The increase in inventory is on account of lower sales 
in comparison to the higher production volume as a result of increased capacity, 

vi) Employment: 

There has been no impact on the employment level in the domestic industry, 

vii) Wages: 

There is no effect on the wages of the industry in view of the prevalent labour 
laws. 

viii) Profitability i 

The Authority notes that the domestic industry has made some marginal profit 

during the POI. 

ix) Price underselling: 

The authority has compared the Non-injurious price of the domestic industry with 
the landed value of imports and has found that there is significant price under 
selling as a result of dumped imports. 



China 

Indonesia 

NIP 

*** 

Hitit 

Landed value 

j *** 


Under selling 
% 

***(+ve) 

1 

i_ 

***(+ve) 


x) Price under cutting: 

In considering the effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered 
necessarv' to examine whether there has been a significant price undercutting by 
the dumped imports as compared with the price of the like product in India, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress prices to a significant 
degree. The Authority has compared the average net sales realization of the 
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domestic industry with the landed value of imports and have found that there has 
been very significant price under cutting. The Imports were having significantly 
suppressing/ depressing effect on the prices in the domestic market, as the 
domestic industry has not been able to raise its selling price in view of the 
dumped imports. 



China 

Indonesia 

Average Net 

Sales Realization 

*** 

*** 

Landed value 


*** 

Under cutting % 

***(+ve) 

***(+ve) 


While determining the non-injurious price for the like articles for the 
dornestic industry, the Authority has used the actual cost of production of the 
subject goods to determine optimum cost of production for the domestic industry 
which would take into account the normated best consumption norms and the 
actual price of the raw materials which are consumed for the production of the 
subject goods during the period of investigation. For calculation of injury margin, 
the ex-factory non-injurious price determined for the period of investigation has 
been compared with the landed value of the imported goods. 

CONCLUSIONS ON INJURY 

34, From the foregoing, the following conclusions are made by the Authority 
regarding various injury parameters affecting the domestic industry; 

i) There has been an Increase in imports of subject goods from subject 
countries in absolute terms as well as in relation to the demand of subject goods 
in the country. 

ii) The market share of the dumped imports from the subject countries has 
increased. 

iii) The selling price of the domestic industry Increased during the POI as 
compared to year 2000-01. However, the same has been below the non- 
injurious price (NIP) on account of dumped imports. 

iv) The Industry has suffered injury due to price undercutting by the dumped 
imports. 

v) The domestic industry has suffered injury due to price suppression. They 
have not been able to raise their selling price so as to realize a fair return on the 
investments as the landed value of the dumped imports has considerably 
depressed the selling price of the domestic industry. 
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vi) Sales Volume of the domestic industry increased during the POI which |s 
on account of increase in the production capacity of the domestic industry. This 
increase in sales cannot by itself be attributed to an improvement in the 
performance. 

vli) There has been an Increase In the inventory at the end of December, 2001 
in comparison to previous year closing on March, 2001. 

vlii) There has been no Impact on the employment level of the domestic 
industry. 

lx) There is no effect on the wages of the Industry. 

x) The Authority concludes that the most significant cause of injury to the 
domestic industry has been the price under cutting and price under selling. As a 
result of lower landed value of Imports of subject goods from subject countries, 
the domestic industry has not been able to realize a fair and reasonable price for 
its products. This has led to very marginal return on investment. The 
investments in the Float glass Industry are quite heavy and the low return 
achieved on the investment by the industry reflects the injury suffered by the 

industry. 

xl) The above economic parameters cumulatively and collectively establish 
that domestic Industry has suffered material injury on account of dumping. 


E. CAUSAL LINK 

35. As regards the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry the 
Authority has examined the effect of the dumped imports in accordance with 
principle (v) of Annexure-ll of the Anti-Dumping Rules. 

The Authority finds that the most significant cause of the injury to the domestic 
industry has been the price under cutting and price under selling as a result of 
the dumped Imports from subject countries. As a result of lower landed value of 
Imports of subject goods from subject countries, the domestic industry has not 
been able to realize a fair and reasonable price for its products. This has led to 
very marginal return on Investment. The Investments in the Float glass Industry 
are quite heavy and the low return achieved on the investment by the industry 
reflects the Injury suffered by the Industry. The demand of the subject goods has 
not decreased but has Instead increased and therefore, contraction of demand 
cannot be attributed as a cause of injury. The Authority also notes that the 
domestic industry is globally competitive and changes in technology or 
competition amongst the domestic producers are not the cause of injury. No 
technological development in the industry or any other such factor which could 
have resulted in injury to the domestic industry has been noticed. 
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On the basis of the 'facts available’, it is observed that the Imports of the subject 
goods from “other countries “ are below the de-minimis level during the period of 
investigation. The Authority therefore, concludes that the injury to the domestic 
industry has been caused by the dumped imports of subject goods from subject 
countries. 

Earlier complaints madd by AIFGMA before the Designated Authority, 
Customs and MRTP Commission. 

36. M/s Impact Safety Glass Works Pvt. Ltd., Bangalore and other Importers 
have again raised the issue of AIFGMA having earlier approached the 
Designated Authority, the Customs Authority and MRTP Commission regarding 
the imports from Indonesia. The Authority recalls the preliminary findings under 
para 22 24 on this issue and confirms Its views. 


F. INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST 

37. The purpose of anti dumping duties in general is to eliminate dumping 
which is causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of 
open and fair competition in the Indian market which is in the general interest of 
the country. 

38. The Authority recognizes that the imposition of anti dumping duties might 
affect the price levels of the subject goods or the products manufactured using 
subject goods and consequently might have some influence on relative 
competitiveness of these products. However, fair competition on the Indian 
market will not be reduced by the anti dumping measures. On the contrary. 
Imposition of anti dumping measures would remove the unfair advantages 
gained by dumping practices, would prevent the decline of the domestic industry 
and help maintain availability of wider choice to the consumers of subject goods. 
The Authority notes that the imposition of anti dumping measures would not 
restrict imports from subject countries in any way, and therefore, would not affect 
the availability of the product to the consumers. 

G. CONCLUSIONS 

39. The Authority has, after considering the foregoing, come to the conclusion 
that: 

(i) Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness 
inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety (other than green 
glass) but not including reflective glass, processed glass meant 
for decorative, industrial or automotive purposes have been 
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exported to India from subject countries below their normal 
value; 

(ii) The domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(iii) The material injury has been caused cumulatively by the 
dumped imports from subject countries; 

40. It is considered necessary to impose definitive anti-dumping duty on the 
imports of subject goods. Accordingly, the Authority recommends imposition of 
anti dumping duty on the imports of Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 mm 
(both thickness inclusive) of clear as well as tinted variety (other than green 
glass) but not including reflective glass, processed glass meant for decorative, 
industrial or automotive purposes 

41. It is decided to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or less, which if levied, would remove the injury to the 
domestic industry . The landed price of imports was also compared with the non- 
injurious price of the domestic industry, determined for the period of 
investigation. Accordingly, it is proposed that definitive anti-dumping duties be 
imposed on ‘Float Glass of thickness 2 mm to 12 mm (both thickness inclusive) 
of clear as well as tinted variety (other than green glass) but not including 
reflective glass, processed glass meant for decorative, industrial or automotive 
purposes’ originating in or exported from the subject countries being cleared 
under Heading 70.05 of the Schedule I of Customs Tariff Act. The anti-dumping 
duty shall be the amount mentioned in Col. 9 of the Table below in US $ per MT. 


S.No 

Sub- 

Head 

Descriptio 
n of 

Goods 

Specification 

Country 

of 

Origin 

CcHjntry of 
Export 

Prodim- 

Exporter 

Amount 

Unit of 
Measur 
ement 

Curr 

ency 

1 

2 

3 

,4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

1. 

70.05 

Float 

Glass 

Float Glass of 
thickness 2 mm 
to 12 mm (both 
thickness 
inclusive) of 

clear as well as 
tinted variety 
(other than 

green glass) but 
not including 
reflective glass, 
processed glass 
meant for 

decorative, 
industrial or 

automotive 
purposes 

Any 

country 

other 

than 

China 

Indonesia 

Any 

prt^ucer 

PT Mulia 
Glass 

71.16 

MT 

US$ 

2. 


Float 

Glass 

Same as above. 

Any 

country 

other 

than 

Indonesia 

Any 

producer 

PT 

Tensindo 

77.76 

MT 

us$ 
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China 
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3. 

70.05 

Float 

Glass 

Same as above. 

Any 

country 

other 

than 

China 

Indonesia 

Any 

producer 

Hi 

81.21 

MT 

US$ 

1 

70.05 


Same as above. 

Any 

country 

other 

than 

China 

Indonesia 

Any 

producer 

All 

exporters 
except PT 
Mulia, PT 
Tensindo 
and PT 
Abdi 

Rakyat 

81.21 

MT 

US$ 

5. 

70,05 

Float 

Glass 

Same as above. 

China 

Indonesia 

Any 

producer 

Any 

exporter 

81.21 

MT 

us$ 

6. 

70.05 

Float 

Glass 

Same as above. 

Any 

country 

China 

Any 

producer 

Any 

exporter 

72.27 

MT 

us$ 


42. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assesfeble value as 
determined under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties 
levied under Section 3, 3A. 8B. 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 


43. Subject to the above, the Authority confirms the preliminary findings dated 
20^^ November, 2002. 

44. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Gold 
(Control) Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Act, supra. 


L. V. SAPTHARISHl, Designated Authority 
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